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JERUSALEM. WAR CEMETERY, PALESTINE 
Architect : Sir John Burnet, R.A. 


The Work of the Imperial War Graves Commission 


By MAJOR-GENERAL SIR FABIAN WARE, K.C.V.O., K.B.E., C.B., C.M.G. [Hon. A.] 
[Read before the Royal Institute of British Architects on Monday, 8 April, 1929.] 


HEN, nearly a year ago, I was firmly 

W invited by the Secretary of the Institute 

to settle the title of my lecture I purposely 

chose one allowing myself the utmost latitude. 
I did not realise until a few days ago, when I began 
toi collect my thoughts, quite how unfair the 
title I had selected was to those of you who might 
wish to have some idea beforehand of what you 
were coming to hear. At any rate, the occasion 
and chair obviously suggest that I should confine 
myself to that part of our work with which archi- 
tects have been directly associated. But it is 
impossible for me to deal with even that aspect 
in any detail or to give you a general descrip- 
tion of it which would do justice to individual 
achievements. Its magnitude is so rarely realised 


that I may be pardoned for giving you the following 
bare statistics. Architects have been responsible 
for designing 930 separate cemeteries in France 
and Belgium; 18 in Italy, 11 in Macedonia, 31 
in Gallipoli, 24 in Palestine, 6 in Mesopotamia, 
15 in Egypt, 47 in East Africa, 322 in the United 
Kingdom, that is to say, more than 1,400 separate 
monuments, each demanding individual treat- 
ment. In addition to this, they have designed 14 
large battle memorials on which are inscribed the 
names of the “‘ Missing ”’ in France and Belgium, 
the three memorials to the men of the Navy who 
have no known graves, at Chatham, Portsmouth, 
and Plymouth, the memorial on Tower Hill to 
the men of the Merchant Navy killed by enemy 
action, as well as similar large memorials at Lake 
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Doiran in Macedonia, at Cape Helles in Gallipoli, 
at Jerusalem, at Port Tewfik on the Suez Canal, 
at Basra, in Mesopotamia, a laboratory in memory 
of the Egyptian Labour Corps and Camel Trans- 
port Corps in Cairo, and memorials to Native 
Troops in East Africa, some 27 memorials in all. 
Panels commemorating the Million Dead of the 
Empire have been placed in 23 cathedrals in 
different parts of the world. 

One general remark I may safely make. Your 
Institute has earned the Empire’s gratitude by the 
way your members have carried out this work; it has 
proved what many of us knew already, although 
even some British people were ignorant of it, 
that our architects are second to none in the world ; 
but what is hardly less gratifying is that they have 
for the first time on such a scale placed permanent 
evidence of this in foreign lands ; it has come as 
a revelation to their people, commanding their 
respect and admiration. ‘This is shown not only in 
their writings, as it often is, but also by the general 
expression of opinion which one hears constantly 
on all sides abroad. 

Now within the very reasonable limits given, it 
has seemed to me that, before showing you typical 
illustrations of that work, I could be most useful 
to you and respond best to the feelings which I 
imagine prompted you to invite me to lecture, in 
the following way: if, approaching the subject 
from the point of view which I have been so 
fortunate as to occupy in relation to this work, 
I gave you some answers, furnished by my own 
reflections, to the question—Why has so vast an 
undertaking, so diverse in its architectural require- 
ments, been carried through with such general 
agreement and harmony among those engaged on 
the work, and so successfully, as we of the Com- 
mission believe it has been, and why has it met 
with such widespread approval? ‘There has 
hardly been a single statue, memorial or building 
erected in Great Britain since the War that has 
not been the cause of acrimonious discussion while 
it was in its mother’s womb, or heated controversy 
between its enthusiastic friends and energumenist 
enemies, since it has stood for all the world to see. 
Yet during the same period, the same people, with 
the same frayed post-war nerves, are practically 
unanimous in their approval of everything that the 
Imperial War Graves Commission have built. 

My conscience has compelled me to insert the 
word “ practically ”’ before ‘‘ unanimous ”’ because 
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directly after I had written it, I remembered two, 
I think, the only two examples of adverse criticism 
which have come to my notice. One was in con- 
nection with a daring but deliberate excursion \e 
made into the domain of what is technically called 
“modern” sculpture, and the other was a 
desperate and persistent attack from a gentleman 
who accused us of using artificial stone, and proved 
it by chipping off a bit of Portland stone and having 
it analysed. He is still convinced he is right, and 
I hope he may remain so, for if such persons were 
coerced into an admission of the truth, British 
progress on the traditional lines would come to a 
standstill ! 

Now I can only give you from my point of view 
really satisfactory answers to this question by 
disclosing to you frankly what were some of the 
motives which guided the Commission in their 
decisions, but which in the past have been shrouded 
in inevitable official secrecy. There are two 
reasons why I should not make such disclosures. 
The first has been disposed of by the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who has set the 
example of doing this within an honourable lati- 
tude. ‘The second is that if my disclosures are to 
be useful they must touch on certain difficulties 
with which we were faced, and for which, on the 
one hand, architects and the artistic temperament 
were responsible, and on the other, the normal 
public attitude towards all artistic creations. | 
know that I am on dangerous ground here, but | 
have no hesitation in taking the risk of treading 
it before such an audience. 

Looking back over the past fourteen years I am 
tempted to place first among the causes of this 
success the fact that the Commission and the 
Military Organisation which preceded them always 
took time by the forelock. We realised during the 
War that only some form of benevolent autocracy 
could control the situation which would arise when 
the War was over. We knew that we would then 
be dealing with hundreds of thousands of separate 
claims for individualistic treatment of the graves, 
claims based on such a depth of sentiment that 
their appeal would be irresistible if pressed, un- 
satisfied, before a public in which British hearts 
would dominate British brains. We realised fully 
that chaos must result unless we could lead all 
these stricken men and women—whose courage 
was unbroken, but the very mainspring of 
whose lives was the sacrifice which their dead 
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had made—to some common form of the ex- 
pression which monuments and their architects 
could give to their pride and their grief. It was 
essential in the first place that we should have 
their confidence. That, our work during the 
War had to some extent secured ; the armies of 
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When so many men contributed to this work it is 
invidious to mention any of them in particular. 
But I am in a position to know that but for the 
sympathy and foresight of five men in the most 
influential positions this work must have failed ; 
among the soldiers, Sir John French, as he then 





ErapLes MILITARY CEMETERY, FRANCE. 
Architect : Sir Edwin Lutyens, R.A. Junior Architect: Major S. H. Goldsmith, M.C. 


the British Empire had cared for the dead as none 
of the other belligerent nations had, they had 
forced the Germans by their example to adopt an 
organisation for the purpose similar to theirs, and 
had encouraged and assisted the French to give 
effect to the traditional piety which had always 
distinguished the commemoration of their dead. 


was, who originated the organisation in 1915, his 
Adjutant-General Sir Nevil Macready, and his suc- 
cessor at the War Office, Sir George Macdonogh ; 
among the statesmen, Lord Derby and, officially 
and in ways known only to me, Lord Milner. 

As I say, we took time by the forelock. Having, 
for obvious reasons, prohibited the erection of 
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permanent memorials in all the areas of fighting 
during the War, in 1917 we began to consider what 
form the permanent memorials should ultimately 
take. We thus before the War was over entered on 
what may be called the architectural stage of our 
work. But do not let me give the impression that 
we had up to then been without the guidance of 
architects. Colonel A. A. Messer, who was my 
second-in-command throughout the war, was an 
architect, and the lay-out of the cemeteries as they 
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than the highest architectural talent in the Empire 
would satisfy public opinion and ensure the con- 
fidence of the relatives. Fortunately, allow me to 
use the word as expressing my own convicticn, 
fortunately, the magnitude of the task, the necessity 
for the utmost expedition in its completion, and 
the disorganisation owing to the war of the archi- 
tectural profession, made any form of competition 
for the designs impracticable. I therefore got into 
touch with one or two of the foremost architects, 





NEUVE CHAPELLE INDIAN MEMORIAL, 
Junior Architect : 


Architect : Sir Herbert Baker, A.R.A. 

were formed was his special care ; what a large part 
this played in their ultimate design will be grasped 
by anyone who has seen, for instance, Etaples in 
its present finished form. Among the officers under 
him were other architects, of whom Major Charles 
Holden and Mr. Lionel Pearson are to-day the best 
known. We had a very clear idea in our own minds 
—a very friendly little band we were, knit together 
by work which made an appeal to all one’s better 
feelings—as to what was wanted; indeed, the 
decisions finally adopted were practically identical 
with those which had seemed plainly indicated to 
us. But we felt that the authority of nothing less 


FRANCE 
Captain A. J. S. Hutton 


I found, however, that opinions were sharply 
divided even on fundamental principles, principles 
which were based on a very special experience, and 
on constant intercourse with the relatives of the 
dead, and intimate knowledge of the feelings of 
all ranks of the Army. Any disagreement at the 
start would have been fatal, and disagreement, 
founded on sincerely divergent artistic convictions 
tended, as we knew, to widen rather than to end in 
compromise. At this critical stage I may take to 
myself, without any risk of boastfulness, full 
credit for having found a solution, for it was I who 
first thought of Sir Frederic Kenyon. Once before 
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CHATHAM NAVAL MEMORIAL 
Architect : Sir Robert Lorimer, K.B.E., A.R.A. 


in my career it had been my fate, vicariously on 
that occasion, to create discord in the artistic world. 
As editor of a newspaper, I had allowed doubts to 
be expressed as to the genuineness of a famous 
picture ; there may be some here who remember 
the terrible outburst of partisanship which ensued. 
It was thought the duty of an editor in those days 
to allay as well as to excite public feeling, and I was 
advised that the layman in London whose com- 
petence and impartiality was certain to command 
the respect of artists was Sir Frederic Kenyon. I 
appointed him chairman of a committee and in a 
few weeks peace was restored. It was natural that 
in the circumstances my thoughts should turn to 
him again. The fact that he had been among the 
earliest to go to the War in 1914 still further 
qualified him for the enquiry he was asked to under- 
take, and of course recommended him to my mili- 
tary chiefs. I should remark in parenthesis that 
just before this the Imperial Conference had set up 
the Imperial War Graves Commission—the first 
truly Imperial organisation based on the free 
co-operation of all the nations of the Empire— 
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to care for the graves of the dead. ‘The Govern- 
ments which they represented had already laid 
down the principle of equality of treatment for the 
graves of all ranks, and the Commission therefore in 
its reference to Sir Frederic asked him in particular 
to endeavour to reconcile different proposals for 
giving effect to this policy. Generally speaking, 
Sir Frederic’s independent enquiry entirely con- 
firmed the opinions formed by those of us who had 
long been at the work ; but out of the many admir- 
able proposals in his Report that to which the 
architectural results attained is in my opinion pre- 
eminently due was his suggestion as to the selection 
of architects :— 

‘“‘ I would rather go back to the medizval tradi- 
tion of a master architect or painter, surrounded by 
a school of disciples, who, under his guidance, and 
with greater or less degrees of subordination, did 
their work and learnt to be masters in their turn. 

“TI would, therefore, recommend that the 
cemeteries be divided into a few large groups ; that 
to each group should be assigned one principal 
architect and a number of younger men, working 
under his leadership ; that the majority of the 
cemeteries should be designed by the younger men 
but that their plans should be submitted to the 
principal architect, and should receive his approval 
before being sanctioned by the Commission. The 
principal architect would no doubt reserve a few 
of the most important sites in his area for treatment 





BasRA MEMORIAL, IRAQ 
Architect : Major Edward Warren 
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by himself ; for the others he would stand sponsor 
in the eyes of the public, but would endeavour to 
leave the main credit to his younger colleagues, 
while conferring freely with them and assisting 
them with his advice. 

“In the selection of the younger architects, I 
would recommend that preference should be given 
to men who have served in the Army. Indeed, I do 
not think that anyone should be accepted for the 
work who has not so served, unless he has been 
absolutely precluded from serving on medical 
grounds ; and even then I consider that preference 
should be given to those who have served, if a 
sufficient number, with adequate professional 
attainments, are available.” 

May I suggest a thought in connection with 
these two classes of architects, those who had 
served and the older men who had not, which has 
often struck me but which I have never yet heard 
expressed. There were two sets of people who 
fought the War, the sailors and soldiers and those 
who were forcibly detained at home. The former 
suffered and enjoyed themselves, the latter suffered 
only, and they, too, had a right (in many cases the 
first right) to decide how the graves should be 
treated. Proper expression would therefore not 
have been given to national feeling in any part of the 
Empire if only those architects who had served in 
the war had been employed. 

Let me say here (again in parenthesis, for it is only 
by parentheses that I can give any semblance of 
completeness to so brief a summary) that when our 
construction was once started and we saw time 
ahead which justified open competition, a number 
of the designs for memorials was thus obtained. 

The principal architects appointed were :—Sir 
Reginald Blomfield, Sir Edwin Lutyens, Sir 
Herbert Baker, and Major Charles Holden (France 
and Belgium), Sir John Burnet (Gallipoli and 
Palestine), Sir Robert Lorimer (Italy, Egypt, 
Macedonia, United Kingdom and Germany), and 
Major Edward Warren (Mesopotamia). 

I have here also a list of a number of archi- 
tects who have had a share in our work, which is 
far too long to read, but which I am very glad to 
know will be published in the Institute Journal. 

I think in what has gone before I will have 
satisfied you that my claim was not unjustified that 
we took time by the forelock. For all these 
arrangements had been made before even victory 
was in sight to any but the eyes of faith. 
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The second cause of success (and please remem. 
ber I am only giving you my own view, giving it t 
you boldly because I know it will be criticised and 
corrected in the discussion which will follow) wa 
three-fold, (a) what I may call the organisation of 
sympathy with the architects among our adminis- 
trative staff; (b) the administrative underpinning 
of their work; and (c) protecting them 
from criticism and the usual forms of public 
irritation. 

With regard to (a) you will see when you study 
the full list of architects that I was responsible, and 
I accept that responsibility now with satisfaction, 
for appointing architects to a number of adminis- 
trative posts which did not require architectural 
training. In the early days of building up our 
staff I chose by preference from among the 
ex-service applicants for positions, architects who 
were able to show adequate general qualifications 
for the appointments in question. I need not 
emphasise how this leaven created a sympathy on 
the administrative side with those who were 
employed in architecture pure and simple. It will 
not, I hope, be displeasing to the Institute, or 
undermine any of the arguments in support of the 
Registration Bill, to know that these men made 
first-rate administrators. (6) All our departments 
(Works, Secretarial and Finance) dealing with con- 
struction, have realised from the outset that during 
the stage of construction the architects were the 
men on whom the success or failure of the Com- 
mission’s efforts in the first place entirely depended, 
and that consequently they had to be supported 
by every means in our power. Colonel Robinson, 
our present Director of Works, said to me the other 
day (and his predecessor Colonel Durham would 
have said the same thing) “ the chief duty of my 
department has been to serve the architects.” 
Nobody can know as I do the sympathetic support 
that has quietly and persistently been given (often 
without the knowledge of the architects themselves) 
to carrying out their proposals. Not only has our 
Works Department, for instance, brought all avail- 
able engineering skill and experience to the carrying 
out of their designs, but has always in a difficulty 
had placed freely at its disposal the advice of the 
foremost engineers in the Empire, men like the late 
Sir Maurice Fitzmaurice and Mr. E. Crutwell, and 
of the late Sir William Garstin, one of the first of our 
Commissioners. And again, in Finance, I think 
the architects are justly proud of the economy of 
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expenditure (striking if compared with other con- 
struction that has been going on at the same time) 
with which it has been possible to give effect to 
their designs, very largely due to the sympathy of 
our Finance Department, and the constant realisa- 
tion that the architect’s design, when once approved, 
represented the policy of the Commission. Nobody 
knows as I do and the members of our Finance 
Committee, the labour which our Financial 
Adviser and his department have given to devising 
ways and means for giving effect to the wishes of 
architects, with proper observance of the economy 
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the hands of her architects. They will only partially 
succeed unless there be secured to them the power 
to give expression to their ideas and inspirations. 
I am profoundly convinced that the system which 
the Commission adopted indicates ways in which 
this can be achieved. As you will readily under- 
stand, it was necessary that each design should be 
approved by the Commission, that is to say, bya 
large committee of, at its full strength, 16 members. 
Now, committees are anathema to the architect ; 
they have an idea that their positive activity, the 
progress of which they are capable, is in inverse 





LA FERTE-Sous-JOUARRE MEMORIAL, FRANCE 
Architect : Major S. H. Goldsmith, M.C. 


which work of this above all others, 
demanded. 

But it is the last of these causes, “ protecting the 
architects from harassing criticism and the usual 
forms of public irritation’ to which I attach the 
greatest importance. I wish that I had the time to 
develope this thought in a lecture to itself, because 
I believe that it goes to the root of the architect’s 
public usefulness. As some of you have been kind 
enough to notice, I am connected with a national 
voluntary movement in which, again, we depend 
entirely on our architects. I refer to what has come 
to be called Rural Preservation. Itisno exaggeration 
to say that in this connection the fate of England is in 
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ratio to their numerical strength. They regard a 
committee as something utterly incompatible with 
the artistic temperament. 

I am not going to try to formulate or suggest a 
definition of what is called, generally apologetically, 
the artistic temperament. But to ignore it or to 
be impatient with it, or to patronise it from a 
standpoint of practical superiority, are all sure 
ways of reducing the artist to a state of im- 
potence. And why should we? It is some- 
thing so closely allied to the source, planted 
in all men and women, whence spring all their 
spiritual aspirations, that we ought to be able to 
understand it. Is there one of us whose soul does 
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LONE PINE MEMORIAL, GALLIPOLI 
Architect : Sir John Burnet, R.A. 
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TyNgE Cor CEMETERY, PASSCHENDAELE, BELGIUM 
Architect : Sir Herbert Baker, A.R.A. Junior Architect : J. R. Truelove 




















MAZARGUES CEMETERY, MARSEILLES, FRANCE 
Architect : Captain A. J. S. Hutton 





CorBIE COMMUNAL CEMETERY EXTENSION, FRANCE 
Architect : Sir Edwin Lutyens, R.A. Junior Architect : Major Charles Holden 
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not sometimes burst through its material surround- 
ings and take solitary flight in regions of thought 
beyond rational limitations or human conventions ? 
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WESTMINSTER ABBEY "TABLET 
Architect : Lt.-Col. H. P. Cart De Lafontaine, O.B.E. 
Do we not all know the exhilaration of these 
flights, and the consciousness of power—if only that 
exhilaration can be maintained until the thoughts 
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are caught and recorded and communicated to our 
fellows? But how airy and sensitive to every 
breath their tissue is, how the slightest lack of 
understanding on the part of another, aye, even 
the want of active, almost religious, sympathy, will 
bring them wounded and dying back to earth, 
only to be shyly laid by us (if our faith is not 
shattered) as fruitless dreams at the merciful 
feet of the God who gave them. We have 
no right to use the artist, above all to call upon 
him to give his expression to our ideas unless 
we are prepared, as far as in us lies, to ensure for 
him the conditions which every one of us who is 
not a mere materialist knows to be those alone 
favourable to such spiritual achievement. And, 
if we are so privileged as to be placed in a position 
where we have the power to do so, we should shield 
and protect him from adverse influences and, 
above all, make it clear to him, beyond suspicion 
or doubt, that we trust him. 

I will ask you to believe that it was with the 
intention of ensuring the conditions which I have 
attempted to describe that the Commission devised 
a relationship with the architects they employed 
of, I believe, an entirely new kind. A very brief 
experience taught us that my administrative officers 
and I would be far too busy and harassed by our 
own duties to meet the architects, at any rate on 
all occasions, while they were developing their 
designs, in the spirit which was essential. I there- 
fore recommended, and the Commission approved, 
that Sir Frederic Kenyon should act as their 
honorary architectural adviser, to be their mouth- 
piece with the architects, and to certify their 
designs as conforming to the policy of the Com- 
mission before they were submitted to that body. 
You may say that the weakness of the system, from 
the point of view of general application, was that 
in Sir Frederic Kenyon we had found an altogether 
exceptional person. But if he were here to-night, 
and I regret his absence more than I can say, he 
would be the first to tell you that the rdéle was not 
a particularly difficult one to fill, though it was 
undoubtedly arduous. You may also say that the 
Commissioners themselves were men of excep- 
tionally broad outlook, and ina remarkable degree 
sympathetic with the highest architectural aspira- 
tions. To that I would reply that if they had not 
been all this, they never would have agreed to 
serve in that capacity or been appointed by their 
Governments to represent them in this work. 
And remember, the arrangement which I have 
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described is one which they themselves made as 
soon as the problems with which they had to deal 
came before them in a practical form. It thus fell 
upon Sir Frederic Kenyon and, to some extent, 
myself as a Commissioner and chief executive 
officer, to obtain the Commission’s approval for 
each of the designs. Now I want you to realise 
that the Commission have been an extremely active 
body, their members taking a keen interest in all 
details of the work, with particularly lively appre- 
ciation of the desirability that perfect architectural 
expression should be given to the relatives and the 
Empire’s respect and grief. The designs sub- 
mitted to them have therefore often been the 
subject of careful deliberation, and proposals for 
modification have been made. These it was Sir 
Frederic’s duty to communicate to the architects, 
and I want to emphasise as strongly as I can, that 
I have deliberately, and possibly on my own respon- 
sibility, always spared the architects, sometimes in 
opposition to their own desires, from being present 
and taking part in the discussion by the Commission 
of their designs. I should like, if I had time, to 
explain my reasons at length ; briefly, I have never 
seen an architect produce his best work when he 
has plunged into the fray and smitten the critics 
with his own strong right arm. And, after all, 
there are advantages sometimes in letting others, 
who are willing to do so, pull the chestnuts out of 
the fire for you. Am I justified in saying that the 
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experiment we have carried out suggests ways by 
which the architect can be given greater freedom 
and a more congenial atmosphere, in which to give 
expression to the best that is in him? If I may 
make a digression, it has, at any rate, convinced 
me that architects are much more likely to get their 
own way, and they must get it if England is to 
be saved, in the work of Rural Preservation and 
Town Planning if on the public advisory panels 
there are enough sympathetic laymen to undertake 
all the negotiations with the public, so that the 
architects have not themselves to oppose error and 
suppress abuses. 

One fact I will leave with you, from which you 
will draw your own conclusions. ‘The Commission 
have never ultimately rejected a design which Sir 
Frederic and I have recommended to them, 
after it had been through the process I have out- 
lined. Onthe other hand, where there has been an 
open competition the Commission have more 
than once expressed a strong, though fruitless, 
preference for one of the designs rejected by the 
adjudicator, and found it, at any rate momentarily, 
more to their liking than that which he had selected. 

Among the architects who have been concerned in the 
designs of Cemeteries and Memorials, or employed in 
administrative caracities, are :—Sir Herbert Baker, 
A.R.A., F.R.I.B.A.; Major W. J. Ball, A.R.I.B.A. ; 
Major W. B. Binnie, M.C., A.R.I.B.A.; Sir Reginald 
Blomfield, R.A., F.S.A.; H. Chalton Bradshaw, Esq., 
A.R.I.B.A.; Captain M. S. Briggs, F.R.I.B.A. 





MEMORIAL TO THE MIssING, PLOEGSTEERT Woop 


Architect: H.Chalton Bradshaw. 


Sculptor : Gilbert Ledward 
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Sir John Burnet, R.A., R.S.A., F.R.1.B.A.; W. H. 
Cowlishaw, Esq.; N. J. Dawson, Esq., A.R.I.B.A. ; 
Major S. H. Goldsmith, M.C., A.R.I.B.A. ; Capt. G. E. 
Gordon Leith, M.C., A.R.I.B.A.; E. L. Harrison, Esq., 
F.R.I.B.A. ; Major Charles Holden, F.R.I.B.A.; Lt.-Col. 
F. Higginson, M.C. ; Captain W. Hitchcox, A.R.I.B.A. ; 
Capt. A. J. S. Hutton, A.R.I.B.A.; L. H. Kearne, Esq., 
A.R.I.B.A. ; Lt.-Col. H. P. Cart de Lafontaine, O.B.E., 
A.R.I.B.A.; Sir Robert Lorimer, K.B.E., A.R.A., 
R.S.A.; Sir Edwin Lutyens, R.A., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A. ; 


18 May 1929 


D.S.O.; Capt. A. S. Millar, A.R.I.B.A.; Lt.-Col. L. M. 
Newell, L.R.I.B.A.; Captain T. Newham. A.R.I.B.A. : 
Lionel G. Pearson, Esq., F.R.I.B.A.; Captain Davi 
Raeside; V. O. Rees, Esq., A.R.I.B.A.; N. A. Rew, 
Esq., A.R.I.B.A.; Lt.-Col. G. O. Scorer, F.R.1.B.A. 

Captain R. Sheppard, M.B.E., L.R.I.B.A.; J. R. True- 
love, Esq., F.R.I.B.A.; D.K. Turner, Esq., A.R.I.B.A. ; 
Capt. W. C. Von Berg, M.C., A.R.I.B.A.; Majo: 
Edward Warren, F.R.I.B.A. ; Sir Aston Webb, G.C.V.O 

C.B., R.A., F.R.I.B.A. ; Major Maurice E. Webb, D.S.O 


Captain W. MclIndoe, M.C., A.R.1.B.A.; E.T. Marr, M<C., F.R.1-B.A.;: T. J. BR. Winn, Esq., A.R.1.5:A. 
Esq., A.R.I.B.A.; Lt.-Col. A. A. Messer, C.B.E., Captain A. M. Winder, A.R.I.B.A. 
Discussion 


THE PRESIDENT, MIR. 

Major-General the Hon. SIR GRANVILLE RYRIE, 
K.C.M.G., C.B., in proposing the vote of thanks to 
Sir Fabian Ware for his paper, said: I have seen many 
of the monuments Sir Fabian Ware has shown us 
to-night on the screen. I was singularly impressed by 
the Menin Gate Memorial, at the unveiling of which I 
was present. I think, as Sir Fabian said, it is one of the 
most impressive memorials you can see in any part of 
the world. I was also interested in that great ceme- 
tery at Gallipoli, where four thousand of my kinsmen 
from Australia are buried. 

I do not wish to talk too much about my own people, 
the Australians, and I do not think I ought to pass 
over the great deeds of the men from these British 
Isles, England, Scotland, Ireland and others, but I 
would like for a moment to digress from the War 
Graves Commission to say something of what Australia 
did, or at all events say something of what she has 
suffered, in this War. And it really has a bearing on 
War Graves: those men who are sleeping 12,000 
miles from their homeland number 66,000. I was one of 
those who raised a brigade in the early stages of the 
War, and the fellows came from all parts of Australia : 
bushmen who had never seen the sea, men from the 
Snowy River in the south, splendid riders from the 
mountains of Snowy River who had never been even 
to Sydney; men from the west, kangaroo shooters, 
dingo trappers, sinewy lanky fellows, bronzed by the 
sun and hard as nails; dairy farmers from the north, 
tree cutters—all flocked in to the sound of the trumpet. 
There was no compulsion in Australia; they came 
and volunteered to go across the sea and serve under 
the Flag for King and Empire. They were men of all 
social grades and of every political belief, of every 
religious denomination. They, one and all, gave loyal 
service and co-operation, and they displayed great 
bravery in the field. It is a great satisfaction to those 
at home who will never have the opportunity of seeing 
the graves of these boys to know that there is such a 
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body as the War Graves Commission who will see that 
these graves are looked after. 

Lieut.-General SIR GEORGE MACDONOGH, 
G.B.E., K.C.B., K.C.M.G., in seconding the vote ot 
thanks, said: Thereisonething which hasstruck meabout 
the lecture to-night. Sir Fabian Ware has told us only 
about the architectural side of the work. That is, no 
doubt, a very large and important part, but it is no more 
thana part. The work of the War Graves Commission 
has embraced a very large variety of subjects. ‘To begin 
with, there has been a great deal of diplomatic work, 
as you can well imagine ; making all the arrangements 
with the various foreign nationalities has involved a 
great deal of diplomacy, and that, I think, would not 
have been successful but for the tact and diplomacy 
of Sir Fabian Ware. In addition, there has been the 
horticultural work, of which you have seen some evi- 
dence in the photographs shown. The registration 
and concentration of the graves has also to be carried 
out, and there has been an immense amount of 
organisation to be done; a very large staff had to be 
got together and had to be administered. The finan- 
cial side was equally difficult, and I think the way in 
which Sir Fabian has arranged for what at one time 
looked like almost an impossible thing, the formation 
of an endowment or maintenance fund, is one of the 
most remarkable things he has accomplished. 

Dr. A. W. HILL, F.R.S.: I am afraid my remarks 
will not have much to do with the architectural side 
of the Commission’s activities, though in many of the 
cemeteries the horticultural treatment has been planned 
in definite relation to the architectural work, especially 
with regard to the planting of the trees, etc. In general, 
the horticultural treatment is a separate matter, and 
the aim of the horticultural officers is of course to 
enhance the architectural features and to make the 
horticultural effect as far as possible complementary 
to them. The horticultural work, going back to the 
early days of the war, needless to say, preceded any of 
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the work of the architects. And it was very largely 
»wing to one of Sir Fabian’s early colleagues, Mr. 
Blunt, that the horticultural treatment of the ceme- 
teries was considered desirable. It was, I believe, 
suggested by Mr. Blunt, that it would be fitting to 
make the cemeteries bright and beautiful with flowers, 
especially at the Base, where only, at that time, it was 
possible to do something in the way of gardening 
work. The work, thanks to Sir Fabian, was started 
and annuals were sown in the cemeteries at the Base; 
it was in consequence of this beginning that I 
came to be associated with the work as horticultural 
adviser. Mr. Blunt, who is an artist with a keen eye 
for colour effect, used to discuss with me the annuals 
which would be most suitable to harmonise with the 
local colouring of the cemetery, and some remarkably 
fine effects were produced. At Etaples, for instance, 
where the ground is yellow, the colour scheme was 
worked out in blues and mauves and whites, and bright 
yellows and reds, such as marigolds and geraniums 
were avoided. I think I am right in saying that the 
care taken of the graves in the early days was very 
greatly appreciated by officers and men when they 
came back to the Base and found the cemeteries bright 
with flowers. To those at home also the care taken to 
make the graves beautiful was a great source of com- 
fort. I think the Commission have done well in 
adopting my suggestion to abolish all mounds, and 
to have smooth grass lawns in all the cemeteries, and 
not to permit individual treatment of particular graves. 
All graves are now treated in a uniform manner with a 
long bed of flowers in front of and sometimes behind 
the headstones, and all arranged on a good colour 
scheme. In this way, I think a very dignified and fine 
effect has been produced. You may think it wrong of 
me to say it in this room, but in the early days of the 
war, when the architectural features in cemeteries 
were being discussed, and eminent architects pro- 
pounded this and that form of monumentto mark outthe 
cemeteries as ‘‘ British” I ventured to say to Sir Fabian 
Ware that I felt sure if British gardeners were allowed 
to take charge of the cemeteries and treat them as they 
would cultivate gardens at home, with smooth lawns 
and beds of flowers, they would be more typically 
‘“ British” than any particular monument or archi- 
tectural effort could make them. And I venture to 
think to-day, in spite of the fine architectural work 
which has been done, that the thing which strikes the 
visitor to our cemeteries in Belgium, France, Italy, etc., 
perhaps more than anything else, is their treatment as 
English gardens, with fine grass lawns, flowers and 
flowering trees, which makes them stand out from 
anything you may see either in the way of gardens or 
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cemeteries in the countries where they may be situated. 
I think the staff of horticultural officers and gardeners 
who are working in France under Captain Parker, 
deserve our most grateful thanks for the careful and 
loving work they have done and are doing to make our 
cemeteries beautiful resting places so reminiscent of 
England 

Lieut.-Colonel H. P. CART DE LAFONTAINE 
[A.]: The main success of the organisation we have 
heard about to-night is due not so much to the power 
or energy of any one individual, but to the one cause 
which animated us all; we all felt we had a sacred 
trust; all, from Sir Fabian downwards, felt we were 
acting for those who were no longer with us, and we 
were acting, too, for those who were far away and could 
not act for themselves; we felt that we were, truly, 
representatives of a great Empire, and that the work 
ought to be done in a way worthy of the Empire. 
And, as far as that has been done, we can safely leave 
the judgment to those who come after us. 


Mr. H.C. BRADSHAW[4A.]: There are only two 
things I should like to add to what has been said to- 
night. One is, that we who left in France those who 
were dear to us feel nothing but gratitude and admira- 
tion for the way in which the Imperial War Graves 
Commission have done their work. I have seen 
nothing more impressive than the very simple and 
direct methods they have adopted in treating these 
cemeteries. As Dr. Hill suggested, they are now 
quite the most beautiful feature of the old battlefields. 

Secondly, those of us who have been privileged 
to take part in the work which the Commission are 
doing in France, have been assisted and inspired by 
their energy and example. The success which has 
been achieved is due in no small measure to the wise 
control exercised by the Commission and _ their 
officers. Very few of us could help being proud of 
being associated with them in their task. 

Mr. MAURICE E. WEBB [F.] also spoke. 

The PRESIDENT: Before I put this vote, may 
I just say this much? During my presidency I have 
laid tremendous stress upon the need of the knowledge 
and the sympathy of the layman towards architecture. 
As I was listening to-night to Sir Fabian Ware, it has 
been brought home to me that what I have been 
saying in the last two years is absolutely true. If 
you want to get architects to do fine things, you must 
have the layman at your back. And until we get 
that we will never get great architecture. 

The President then put the vote of thanks, which was 
carried by acclamation. 

Sir FABIAN WARE briefly replied. 
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International Exhibition of Modern Commercial Architecture* 
BY G. G. WORNUM [F]]. 





THE UNITED GRAIN GROWERS, LTpD., PorT ARTHUR, CANADA 


Architects : C. D. Howe and Company 


Tuts Exhibition, recently opened by Lord Lee of 
Fareham, is the first fruit of a new policy of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects in holding an organised 
Exhibition less frequently, that is every two years, and 
expending on it more money and energy than could be 
found available for an annual one. 

There is no doubt that this step has, at the outset, 
proved very successful. The exhibits have been 
unified by a standard size of photographic enlarge- 
ment. In addition any other medium than a photo- 
graphic one has been eliminated. ‘These factors make 
fair comparison between the individual exhibits shown 
far more possible than if left to the interpretation of 
various draughtsmen. The only exceptions to this 
medium of photography are a few models whose 
smallness of number is rather regrettable. 

The field covered by the exhibits is a very wide one. 
Considering the subject matter as defined by the title 
of the Exhibition it is very astonishing to notice how 
decorative in character the majority of the exhibits 
appear to be. 

The yeneral public visiting the Galleries will no 
doubt be particularly surprised that the architecture 
of commerce can prove not only interesting, but also, 
carry with it such elements of grace and beauty. To 
the architect and public alike, it will undoubtedly be 

* Held in the Galleries of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects from 6 May to 8 June 1929. 


brought home most forcibly that a new universal 
architectural language has come into being within the 
last ten years or so. There are still shown strongly 
national traits, sufficient to the extent of enabling one 
to place most of the individual examples under their 
own country, but on the other hand there appears to 
be a striking similarity of idea, of point of view, in the 
design of the architecture shown. This point of view 
is based a good deal on the aim of efficiency of purpose 
but has something higher and nobler behind it; one 
feels the searching for an ideal of beauty, that is not a 
mere successful formula inherited from the past. 

The general arrangement of the Exhibition into 
various sections helps to emphasise this similarity 
of outlook. Taking the catalogue order, the first 
classification comprises skyscrapers and is naturally 
confined to America, since this is a type of building 
in which Europe has not indulged. These photo- 
graphs, taken as all the others are, by Mr. Yerbury, 
show the skyscraper in all its romance. The new 
zoning laws are giving an incentive to the design of 
these buildings that causes them to override, by their 
sheer beauty of mass, the very frequent defects in 
detail from which so many of these giants suffer. These 
subjects include banks, hotels, apartment houses, and 
office blocks, and are chiefly from New York and 
Chicago. 

The next section is devoted to factories and power 
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stations, and is rather surprisingly small in number. 
However, the examples have been well handled in their 
variety. 

We then come to commercial offices, and this section 
is divided under the countries, including England, 
Holland, Germany, Sweden, and Denmark. To the 
architect, several of these examples will be old friends, 
but as a collection they are of striking significance, and 
show clearly the definite trend of all nations concerned, 
to depart from tradition and evolve buildings that give 
a maximum of light and that tend to express themselves 
as what they are. 

The hanging committee should be congratulated on 
including in this series the Kodak building in London 
by Sir John Burnet, designed many years before the 
present tendencies became rife. Included jin this 
section are the municipal baths at Hilversum, Holland, 
which are of great interest as being the early work of 
Dudoc, who has had so much influence on modern 
Dutch architecture. The new laboratories for Messrs. 
Brunner Mond and Company at Norwich are shown 
by several photographs. They were designed by Mr. 
L. H. Bucknell, and admirably stand comparison with 
others in this section. 

The next adjoining subject group comprises stores 
and shop fronts, and these for their decorative quality 
are likely to prove the most popular exhibits. The 
main lines of design show an infinite variety, but the 
mass of the exhibits surprise one by their very universal 
style. They have after all been selected to show the 
definite modern trend, but it is significant that they 
should be collected from so many countries. In this 
section we also have Messrs. Heal and Sons’ premises 
in Tottenham Court Road, London, which, as shop 
premises, were as much a forerunner of modernity as 
the Kodak building was. 

Paris takes the lead in the luxury and fancy displayed 
in its shop front designs and, since new fronts appear 
in this city weekly, many novelties will be found no 
doubt amongst the exhibits shown. Examples of large 
department stores are confined more or less to France 
and Holland; the latter country has several notable 
examples, especially the shopping arcade at Amster- 
dam. 

Passing from here to the next section one will find a 
collection of theatres and cinemas from England, 
Germany and Austria, Sweden and France. The 
Horticultural Hall, Westminster, is included in this 
section and holds its place remarkably well. Since this 
building, designed by Messrs. Easton and Robertson, 
has just received the Architecture Medal, its illustra- 
tions will no doubt cause special interest. ‘The Ger- 
man cinemas shown include the ‘‘ Universum,”’ at 
Berlin, recently designed by Erich Mendelsohn, which 
in its plain geometric lines makes a most interesting 
interior. ‘Theatres lead one to concert halls such as 
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that at Stockholm, and the recently demolished Sulle 
Pleyel in Paris. Adjoining these exhibits are some 
very fine interiors of the Bull Ring at Barcelona, Spain. 

The next classification is a collection of exhibition 
buildings including the various national pavilions of 
each of the countries in the Paris Exhibition of 1025. 
Included with these subjects are the Press Exhibition 
buildings at Cologne which show most interesting con- 
structions and designs in metal and glass, and various 
buildings also from the Dusseldorf Exhibition. ‘The 
single exhibit in this section of the work of Frank 
Lloyd Wright is of particular interest on account ot his 
work having inspired modern Dutch architecture to 
such an extent, though this building itself is by no 
means a successful work of his. 

The next section is devoted to hotels and apartment 
houses, of which there are not many shown, though it 
should be born in mind that certain of the American 
skyscrapers exhibited include buildings in this cate- 
gory. The motor liner Kungsholm, designed by Carl 
Bergsten, Sweden, which is included in this section is 
well placed here, since it is very difficult from the 
interiors shown to realise that one is on board ship. 
The designs of the interiors of this boat are worthy of 
great interest and show furniture most aptly and 
richly designed as an integral part of the decorative 
scheme. 

The next in order on the wall is a collection of 
garages ; these come from France and Germany. 
England contributes a model of a large garage designed 
by Messrs. Mewes and Davis. Linked with these 
is a good collection of railway stations from France, 
Holland, Finland, Switzerland, and Germany. ‘The 
railway station at Stuttgart is shown in four views, and 
is particularly impressive. The new underground 
railway stations designed by Messrs. Adams, Holden 
and Pearson, are shown as representing the English 
contribution, and, in addition, a large scale model of the 
new railway station and offices at Westminster, designed 
by this firm, is also on view. 

In the annexe has been placed the exhibits from the 
Colonies. These naturally suffer in their presentation 
since they are not shown by large photographs by Mr. 
Yerbury. There is, however, one exhibit of out- 
standing merit, and that is the grain silos at Port 
Arthur, Canada, designed by C. D. Howe and Co. 
The majority of the exhibits from Canada and Austra- 
lia, are represented by small photographs or drawings, 
and although many of the Canadian buildings show 
monumental quality, the gospel of modernism, as shown 
in the European exhibits, does not appear as yet to 
have influenced their authors to any serious extent. 

Whereas a certain amount of criticism has already 
arisen in the professional press in regard to the exhibits 
which have not been included, the daily papers have 
shown considerable interest in the Exhibition. ‘The 
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fact that they have so successfully understood the aim 
of the Exhibition is in great part due to Mr. Goodhart- 
Rendel, the Chairman of the Art Standing Committee, 
who has written an extremely clear and able preface to 
the catalogue. In it he has endeavoured to make clear 
not only the point of view kept in mind by the hanging 
committee in their selection of exhibits, but also the 
point of view of the architects whose works are 
exhibited. To everyone visiting the Exhibition it is 
strongly recommended to read this preface ; the points 
he makes are so well put that it is considered better to 
quote the preface in full rather than to make excerpts 


THE INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION 
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interesting to recall that most of the pronouncedly 
modern French work is being designed by architects 
who have had Beaux Arts training, and in some cases 
are actually Prix de Rome men. 

The collection of these photographs exhibited should 
prove of great educational value to the Institute and 
it has been suggested that the Exhibition be sent on 
tour not only to other parts of England and Scotland, 
but also to the Colonies. It would in that case prove of 
immense value to many people who would be unable 
in any other way to see such potent evidence of the 
new universal language of modernism in architecture. 
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and paraphrases, and therefore the full text is appended. 

Lord Lee of Fareham in opening the Exhibition 
stressed the need for better design in Industrial and 
Engineering buildings, and emphasised that no point 
should be considered too small for architects’ attention, 
such as, for instance, petro] stations, telephone boxes, 
and street traffic signs. 

The President in his remarks at the opening cere- 
mony stressed the importance of the fact that the young 
man should reverently study the architecture of the 
past and not concentrate solely on modern examples, 
however attractive their lure. In this connection it is 


‘* KUNGSHOLM ”” 
Architect : Carl Bergsten, Sweden 


It is a language that daily draws more adherents, and 
that must surely bring about a closer relationship 
between countries ‘There is something that is 
essentially clean about it, and moreover it is immensely 
vital. It is more than a fashion, a mode of the day, for 
it is based on sound economic fact and it is a particularly 
powerful advocate of healthful and right living. It 
can become overloaded with mannerism and humbug, 
to which any other period of art has beer subject, but 
if the movement is fostered and embraced in the right 
way, both by architect and public, one feels that this 
age of ours will leave great architecture to posterity. 
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Modern Commercial Architecture Exhibition 
MR. GOODHART-RENDEL’S PREFACE TO THE CATALOGUE 


This Exhibition is unlike any other that has been 
held in these galleries in that every exhibit has been 
specifically invited.* Its object is to prove that no 
kind of commercial building can afford not to be good 
architecture. In days when money was made more 
easily that it is now, businesses could thrive even when 
handicapped by bad buildings. In the harder struggle 
_of to-day no element of efficiency can be safely neglected, 
convenient and attractive buildings least of all. 

The composer of an illustrative series of examples, 
like a good cook, must plan his menu and do his 
marketing himself. He cannot advertise for his 
materials to be sent on approval, and make up some- 
thing out of the best submitted. ‘The committee that 
has composed this exhibition does not pretend to have 
collected the best of everything : it claims only to have 
made the best general design it could, and to have 
executed the design with the material it has thought 
most suitable. 

Commercial architecture is the architecture char- 
acteristic of to-day, as civic architecture was of 
Roman and Ecclesiastical of medizval days. Its pre- 
dominance in quantity began less than a century ago, 
its predominance in quality is yet to come. Its besetting 
sin has been vulgarity, crude at the beginning but 
becoming subtler as the public’s power of criticism and 
resentment has increased. Its peculiar virtue should be 
—and is beginning to be—fitness for facilitating trade 
and attracting custom. 

During the last quarter-century the vulgarity has 
diminished ; the fitness—appropriateness is perhaps a 
better word—has grown more. Virulent over-orna- 
mentation has become rare, practical and economical 
planning has almost become general. The subtler 
vulgarity that hangs the august symbols of antique 
religion on the walls of bargain bazaars is waning in 
Europe, and is at least past the full in America. Also, 
it is becoming recognised that a manufacturer whose 
factory looks like a factory is more likely to convince the 
public that he knows his job than one whose factory 
looks like a town hall or a baronial castle. 

This decrease in vulgarity, this increase in appro- 
priateness, are the qualities in modern commercial 
architecture that the present Exhibition is designed 
to illustrate and, fortune favouring, to encourage. 
Much of what is shown here is new enough to be 
little known: its acceptability has still to be tested by 
time. If the Committee is right in believing it to 
possess real architectural value time will prove it to 
possess commercial value as well, since experience 





* Except the exhibits from the Dominions, the selection of 


which was deputed to the Overseas Honorary Secretaries of 


the R.I.B.A. 


shows that good architecture always pays in the end. 
England is seldom in the van of artistic progress, aid 
it would be idle to claim that our share in the wall 
space is as attractively covered as that allotted to 
France or to Germany. But the architecture of trade 
follows trade itself, becoming more and more inter- 
national, and in already the invention of one country 
rapidly becomes the property of all. : 

The defect that hampers British commercial archi- 
tecture in its rivalry with that of certain other nations 
is the defect of a quality. The quality is practicality, 
the defect is mistrust of theory. Consider the way in 
which too many large city buildings are designed and 
put up. A site is obtained, beset by every imaginable 
menace to the architect—difficulties of light, difficulties 
of access, restrictions, irregularities of boundary. There 
is probably one way of covering this site that will secure 
twice as much usefulness and rental value as can be 
secured by any other of the many ways that at first 
sight seem equally eligible. To find this way needs 
skill and patience, but the building owners wait for 
neither. During their long negotiations for the site 
they have given no thought to—have had no study 
made of—its proper utilisation. Once they have got it, 
not a minute must be lost, the plans must be made by 
next Monday, and the contract signed on Tuesday 
week. The architect is chosen for his skill—not in con- 
trivance—but in negotiating with adjoining owners, 
and perhaps in “ arranging finance.” The all-important 
design is made by Heaven knows who—certainly not 
by the over-busy architect; probably by the steel- 
work engineer in collaboration with an assistant good 
at facades. ‘The resultant building looks very smart 
while it is new, and is sufficiently like everything else in 
the street for its owners to feel comfortab!y that there 
is no nonsense about it. That there is no sense about 
it either, that it wastes by stupid arrangement half the 
space it encloses, that it repels by stupid ornament half 
those it is meant to attract, they have not the imagina- 
tion to realise. 

There is nothing so truly practical as to have 
imagination, and the business men who have ordered 
and paid for the buildings shown on these walls have 
invested their money much more wisely than most of 
their competitors. They have not been afraid of archi- 
tectural theory, they have bought not only ground, 
stone, and steel, but skill in using them as well. They 
have mostly grudged the expense of useless decoration, 
but have spent something on ideas. In doing so they 
have done good both to themselves and to the com- 
munity. 

In so far as the general character of this recent com- 
mercial architecture is novel, in what does that 








— — ees 


st 





ad 


ill 


de 
f- 


hi- 
ns 
ty, 

in 
nd 
le 
ies 


ire 
be 
rst 
“ds 
for 
ite 
dy 
it, 


lay 
n- 
rs, 
int 
10t 
el- 
od 


m- 











18 .\/ay 1929 


noveity consist ? Chiefly, I think, in its rejection of the 
domestic convention in which the shops, the theatres, 
the warehouses and even the railway stations of the 
nineteenth century were cast. Sometimes palatial, 
sometimes picturesque, this convention was the only 
probable alternative to the ecclesiastical until quite 
lately: every building that had not a chancel and a 
belfry was sure to have balconies and a bow window 
or two. Now, the outside walls of a domestic building 
have to be unpierced in places, so that furniture may 
be put against them on the inside. The windows of a 
domestic building must be arranged for looking out of, 
its storeys must generally be differentiated in degree of 
honour. An office or a factory, on the other hand, 
needs little or no unpierced wall space between it and 
the light, its windows are nothing but illuminants and 
ventilators, its storeys very little if at all in importance. 
Obviously a semi-domestic exterior will suit it very 
badly. Warehouses designed like Florentine palaces ; 
railway stations adorned with half-timbered gables ; 
factories with fronts quite like Georgian mansions, and 
backs and sides rather less so ; all these things are very 
inconvenient and silly, and not so much out of date that 
we can stop blushing for them. The proper facade for 
an office or a factory is no fagade at all; the piers and 
beams of the structure must be sheathed and protected 
more or less ornamentally, and the rest must be left 
to the glazier. Not quite all the rest, though. Legs, 
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whether human or belonging to furniture, need little 
illumination and lose modesty by exposure to the 
street. Above each floor, therefore, there may be a 
leg screen of suitable height, a thing it no doubt would 
be more dignified to call a solid dado. 

Nowadays it is customary either to emphasise the 
piers architecturally and make little of the beams and 
leg screens or to do exactly the reverse. There are 
many examples of the first procedure, the second is 
frequent on the Continent, but has not yet, I think, 
reached England. The practice of putting the piers well 
behind the front wall so that they play no part in its 
design, will, if it becomes established, force this 
second alternative upon us. Buildings will become layer- 
cakes of solid material and glass, like those pioneer 
examples in the foreign section of this Exhibition. 

Much more might be said of modern tendencies in 
design, but with doubtful profit in the preface to an 
Exhibition that is intended to speak for itself. The 
charm and humour of the lighter side of architecture 
displayed in the French shop-fronts might be stressed 
at some length ; in nothing are the brilliant designers 
of that country more completely in their element. 
Nothing should be said—and nothing has been said— 
about ferro-concrete, that idée fixe of the architectural 
sensation-monger. Ferro-concrete is no longer new or 
exciting, it is part of our daily lives by now, and as a 
subject of discussion almost as threadbare as sex. 


Opening of the Exhibition by the Rt. Hon. Viscount Lee of Fareham, P.C. 


MR. WALTER TAPPER, A.R.A., PRESIDENT, IN THE CHAIR 


The Rt. Hon. Viscount Lee of Fareham, P.C., in 
opening the Exhibition, said: I do not know if I am 
in the same position as most of you here ; I have not 
had an opportunity of studying and examining the 
exhibits in these rooms, though I have had a prelimi- 
nary walk round. The first impression which has 
been made upon my mind is the extraordinary progress 
which has not only been made in convenience and 
appropriateness for the various purposes, but in the 
general sense of what the Archbishop of Canterbury 
called, in his speech at the Royal Academy the other 
night, the civic sense of beauty. The main thesis 
which I would like to develop in my remarks this 
morning is, that whilst many of our buildings, con- 
sidered in isolation, may be everything that one could 
wish—beautiful in themselves—one wants to be quite 
sure that they will look appropriate and right amongst 
their neighbours, neighbours that are often old-estab- 
lished and honoured not only by their own but by 
past generations, and which may be quite different in 
form, style and colour. I forget who it was who said 
it, but I am sure it is a profound truth, that the 





ambition of every new building should be that it should 
be a good neighbour. An obvious illustration of that 
is that demonstrations of what is called new art would 
hardly be appropriate in either the High or the Broad 
at Oxford, which, however admirable in themselves, 
might offend the deep susceptibilities of present and 
future generations, and create an atmosphere of unrest 
and disquiet. 

The next point I would like to make is that, per- 
sonally, I do not believe there is any structure, how- 
ever small, which is unworthy of the attention of the 
trained and even the great architect. 1 have been 
particularly impressed, as an example of this, by the 
telephone boxes and the street traffic signs which an 
architect so eminent as Sir Giles Scott, who has devoted 
the greater portion of his adult life to the building of 
a great cathedral, has felt he might worthily devote 
his great talents to, and, I think everyone will agree, 
with most astonishing success. ‘There are similar 


structures, if you can so call them, to which, I think, 
great architects might equally devote their attention, 
such as electric standards and lines, gasometers, water 
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power stations and wireless aerial stations, and most 
notably—though that is a more ambitious field 
bridges. I cannot reconcile myself to the thought that 
in the future the public amenities are to be left to the 
uncontrolled mercy either of the vandal or of the 
eccentric. In this connection I think the Fine Art 
Commission will become increasingly important in 
years to come as a sober, regulating censor, if you will, 
of eccentricities, because, failing that or some kind 
of control, as Clough Williams-Ellis said in his book, 
nothing short of a repetition of the Ice Age would be 
required to purify the countryside. It is clear that 
appropriateness, the appropriateness which is, | 
assume, the main gospel of the promotors of this 
Exhibition, is in no sense incompatible with beauty. 
Even factory chimneys can play a noble part in the 
urban prospect, as, I think, has been strikingly shown 
by Sir Charles Holmes in his series of paintings of the 
industrial north. 

Visitors to this Exhibition will, I think, find much 
that not only answers the requirements of appro- 
priateness, but is dignified, noble and intrinsically 
beautiful ; and I feel sure that the high general level 
which has been reached is not only due to the rigorous 
selection which, I understand, has been exercised by 
the Committee and promoters, but also, and still 
more, by the sense of responsibility and restraint 
which distinguishes the architects themselves. They 
recognise—and let us be thankful for that—that the 
same licence cannot be extended to architecture which 
is, unfortunately, sometimes extended to painting, 
sculpture and writing. The susceptibilities of the man 
in the street have to be considered, because he is 
immediately and directly affected every time he goes 
abroad. Therefore whilst pictures, books, and even 
sculpture may conceivably be bad, repulsive, or even 
obscene without any serious offence or injury save to 
the few who choose to acquire or live with them, that 
cannot be the case with buildings which are in public 
places, because they must either elevate, depress, 
please or affront the general public, which has no 
choice in the matter in the city in which they 
live. But, so far as I see it, the good taste, the 


good sense and the civic conscience of architects, 


aided to a certain extent it is true by the laws and 
forces of nature such as gravity, stability and so forth, 
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have exercised an effective restraint on undue eccen- 
tricity in architecture. 

The President proposed a vote of thanks to Lord 
Lee, which was seconded by Mr. G. G. Wornum, 
Honorary Secretary of the Art Committee. 


The following accepted invitations to be present at the 
opening of the Exhibition :— 

Lord Crawford ; Lord Riddell; the Duchess of Rutland : the 
Dean of Westminster ; Sir James Parr (High Commissioner 
for New Zealand); Lady Fowles; Sir Clement Kinloch- 
Cooke ; Mr. H. Gordon Selfridge ; Sir Sydney Skinner and 
Lady Skinner ; Sir William Plender ; the Rev. Sir Montague 
Fowler ; Sir Richard Paget ; Sir J. Walker Smith ; Sir Arthur 
Mayo-Robson; Sir Charles Allom; Sir John Cockburn: 
Mrs. Philip Snowden; Major-General Sir Fabian Ware : 
Sir A. Brumwell Thomas ; Mr. Charles Aitken (Director, the 
National Gallery) ; Miss Rebecca West; Mr. O. P. Milne; 
Mr. R. D. Blumenfeld (Daily Express); Mr. Martin Buck- 
master (Hon. 4.); the President, Royal Society of Medicine - 
Dr. H. H. Jeffcott (Secretary, Institution of Civil Engineers) - 
the Editor The Architect and Building News: Mr. W. L. 
Wyllie and Mrs. Wyllie; Mr. G. K. Menzies (Roval Society 
of Arts); Brig.-General Magnus Mowat (Secretary, Institu- 
tion of Mechanical Engineers); Hon. H. A. Pakington: 
the Editor, Carpenter and Builder; Mr. Algernon Ashton : 
Canon Alexander and Mrs. Alexander ; Mr. W. R. M. Lamb 
(Secretary, the Royal Academy) and Mrs. Lamb; Mr. Alex- 
ander L. Howard ; Mr. C. F. A. Voysey ; Mr. F. W. Good- 
enough (Gas Light and Coke Co.) and Mrs. Goodenough ; 
Mr. A.M. Daniel (Hon. A.) (National Gallery) ; the Secretary, 
Royal Society of Medicine (Mr. Geoffrey R. Edwards) : 
the Secretary, Royal Sanitary Institute (Mr. J. W. Dudley 
Robinson) ; Mr. Sydney Tatchell; Mr. E. Stanley Hall; 
Mr. E. Berry Webber ; Mr. Basil Oliver ; Major T’. Worswick ; 
Mr. Harold Child ; Mr. Edward Willis (Chairman of Council 
of Institution of Civil Engineers); Mr. Campbell Taylor 
and Mrs. Taylor; Mr. George M. Burt; Mr. John Murray 
and Mrs. Murray ; Mr. R. Elsey Smith; Mr. W. H. Livens; 
Mr. J. Murray Easton; Mr. F. R. Hiorns ; Mr. E. J. Horni- 
man and Mrs. Horniman; Mr. Austin Reed; Mr. Howard 
Robertson; Mr. F. E. Jackson and Lady; Dr. Alexander 
Scott and Mrs. Scott; Mr. Briant Poulter ; Lt.-Col. Hard- 
castle and Mrs. Hardcastle ; Mr. Corfiato and Mrs. Corfiato : 
Mr. H. J. Beaufoy-Lane (Acting Secretary, Institution of 
Structural Engineers); the President, Institution of Struc- 
tural Engineers; the Secretary, Royal Society of British 
Sculptors (Mr. D. I. Lewis); Mr. W. T. Plume; Repre- 
sentative of Architecture; Mr. Arthur J. (Davis; Repre- 
sentative, the Exchange Telegraph Co., Ltd.; Mr. Gilbert 
H. Jenkins and Mrs. Jenkins; Mr. Francis R. Taylor; Mr. 
H. Dow ; Colonel N. H. Waller ; Mr. C. S. White and Mrs. 
White ; Mr. C. H. B. Quennell and Mrs. Quennell ; Mr. Alan 
E. Munby; Mr. W. T.. Creswell; Mr. Schaufelberg ; Mr. 
William Harvey and Mrs. Harvey ; the Editor, The Electrician ; 
Mr. Edward Hunt; Miss Haslett (Editor, The Electrical Ag 
for Women). 
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PETROL FILLING STATIONS 





Petrol Filling Stations 


COMMITTEE’S REPORT TO HOME SECRETARY 


The report* was published on 14 May, by H.M. Sta- 
tionery Office, of the Petroleum Filling Stations Com- 
mittee, appointed by the Home Secretary to advise as to 
the most suitable measures for carrying out the object 
which Parliament had in enacting Section 5 (Bye-laws as 
to Petroleum Filling Stations) of the Petroleum (Amend- 
ment) Act, 1928 (now incorporated in the Petroleum (Co- 
solidation) Act, 1928). 

The Committee, of which Sir Lionel Earle was the 
chairman, had to consider the general effect of the bye-law 
making powers conferred on county and borough councils 
with regard to regulating the appearance of petrol-filling 
stations, to specifying requirements as to the position, 
design, size, colour and screening of such stations, and 
to prohibit the establishment of stations and require 
their removal, on payment of compensation, from speci- 
fied areas. It became apparent to them at an early stage 
that a model code of bye-laws, sufficiently elastic to be 
suitable for adoption over wide areas, was what was really 
required. In framing this they were faced with the dif- 
ficulty of reducing to the terms of precise bye-laws ques- 
tions of taste, and they had, therefore, adopted the form 
of bye-laws made under the Advertisements Regulation 
Act as the basis of their recommendation. The provisions 
in their bye-laws were necessarily few and in little detail, 
but a bye-law making authority could make more detailed 
and stringent regulations for any special area. It could, for 
example, make special bye-laws prescribing a particular 
colour for petrol pumps, providing for the screening of 
apparatus by the planting of trees, or in the case of a pic- 
turesque village street requiring that no part of any appa- 
ratus should be visible to the public from any point in the 
street. 

The Committee formed the definite opinion that one of 
the main reasons for the unsightlinesss of so many filling 
stations was the indiscriminate and haphazard display of 
unsightly advertisements, and had no hesitation in recom- 
mending the banning of such forms of display and pro- 
hibiting advertisements, subject to certain exceptions. It 
was clearly necessary to give permission for the display of 
some notice which would indicate to approaching motorists 
from a reasonable distance, if possible, the existence of a 
filling station, and at their request the Royal Institute of 
British Architects had organised a competition to obtain 
a suitable design. The winning design had not, however, 
met fully their requirements, and an amended design was 
being prepared. If a standard sign was adopted it would 
no longer be necessary for the name of the proprietor and 
the services provided to be displayed prominently in 
several places. The needs of the trade would be met if 
proprietors were limited to displaying their name and 
that of the premises, not more than once, in a position 
not higher than the lowest level of the roof in letters not 
exceeding 12 inches in depth. Flashing lights should be 
prohibited. 

In the interests of the trade some advertisement was 


* The Report.can be consulted at the R.I.B.A. Library. 





necessary to distinguish between the various brands of 
petrol and oil supplied, and they recommended that the 
use of proprietary names, trade marks, and guarantee of 
quality disks should be permitted on pumps and con- 
tainers. While all pumps and oil containers in a station 
should be uniformly coloured, there should be permitted 
on each pump or container a band of distinctive colouring 
of maximum depths of 9 inches and 6 inches respectively 
to indicate the brands of petrol and oit supplied there- 
from. Where the distinctive colouring was the same colour 
as the pump, provision had been made for two thin lines 
to be painted in another colour at the top and bottom of 
the band. 

Any bye-law purporting to confer on local authorities 
a discretionary power of control over the erection” of new 
stations or the alteration of existing stations would be 
ultra vires as being an attempt to extend‘the power given 
to the local authority, which was only a power to make 
bye-laws. It was, however, desirable that plans should be 
submitted by persons proposing to erect or alter stations, 
if only that they might know in advance whether the sta- 
tions would be regarded as contravening the bye-laws. Cer- 
tain witnesses had suggested that a local authority, when 
in doubt as to the esthetic merits of any design submitted, 
should refer the scheme to one of the advisory panels of 
the Royal Institute of British Architects and its allied 
societies. Although unable to make an authoritative 
recommendation, the Committee felt that the plan sub- 
mitted to local authorities should be dealt with in a uni- 
form manner so far as possible, and as they understood 
that the advisory panels would readily advise local autho- 
rities in their efforts to preserve the amenities of their re- 
spective localities, they thought it desirable that local 
authorities should refer doubtful cases to their town- 
planning committees or the advisory panels whenever pos- 
sible. 

The Committee also recommend that premises should 
be kept in a tidy and orderly condition, that in existing 
stations visible galvanised iron should be painted, and 
that galvanised iron should be prohibited in a visible 
position on new stations or extensions of existing stations. 

[From The Times, Wednesday, 15 May 1929.] 





CHANGING LONDON. By Hanslip Fletcher. With 
Introduction by Prof. A. E. Richardson. Reprinted from 
the Sunday Times. [Cassell and Co.] ros. 6d. each. 
2nd and 3rd series. 

The second and third volumes of reprints, each containing 
some 40 drawings by Mr. Hanslip Fletcher, which have 
appeared in the Sunday Times, have been re-issued in volume 
form. ‘They are bound by a cord passing through holes 
punched in the plates, so that they can be removed if desired. 
The topographical interest of these sketches is great, as many 
of the buildings illustrated no longer exist, and others are, 
alas, threatened with destruction. In addition to this historical 
value, the drawings will be appreciated for the dashing and 
vigorous style of draughtsmanship that they display. 

Prof. Richardson contributes an introduction to each, and 
to the third volume he also adds interesting notes on the subject 
of each plate. GS, 8. 'T. 
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Electric Power Stations in the Metropolis 


The following letter was published in The Times of 
1 May :— 

To the Editor of *‘ The Times.” 

S1rr,—The letter which we signed and which you kindly 
published on April 9 and supported by a leading article 
appears to have aroused a great deal of public interest, 
and has been referred to in both Houses of Parliament. 
We feel it necessary to return to the subject, because in 
* neither House was the reply of the spokesman of the 
Government satisfactory, principally for the following 
reasons :— 

(1) No assurance was forthcoming that large quan- 
tities of sulphurous fumes—the damaging effects of 
which were not denied—would not be discharged, and it 
is evident that methods of eliminating such fumes on a 
large scale are still in an experimental stage. 

(2) While the proposed concentration of fuel combus- 
tion is to take the place of certain existing stations and will 
it is said, reduce the amount of coal burnt in private fires, 
the improvement in the process of combustion, while 
eliminating smoke, increases the quantity of injurious 
fumes. 

(3) The Marquess of Londonderry drew special atten- 
tion to the fact that the present scheme was only one- 
third of the full scheme, and gave assurance that further 
extension would not be undertaken “‘ unless it is clearly 
understood and agreed by the authorities that there is no 
danger from the health point of view or from the destruc- 
tive point of view.” 

The present proposal, however, apparently involves a 
daily consumption of 2,000 tons of coal. This, in our 
opinion, is likely to prove disastrous, and the damage it 
causes will not be lessened even if in consequence the 
twin station at Fulham (which we understand is part of 
the complete scheme) is not proceeded with 

We regret that Dr. Owens is not able to sign this letter 
as he is now abroad, but we are fortified by the telegram 
sent by the Archbishop of Canterbury in support of our 
previous communication. 


Yours faithfully, 


C. B. CLarcott, Mayor of Chelsea. 

E. Guy Dawber, Past President, the Royal Institute of 
British Architects. 

DAWSON OF PENN. 

H. M. Des Vaeux, Chairman, the Coal Smoke Abate- 
ment Society. 

Meatu, President, the Metropolitan Public Gardens 
Association. 

VIVIAN B. Rocers, Mayor of the City of Westminster. 

SQUIRE SPpRIGGE, Editor, ‘* The Lancet.”’ 

ARTHUR STANLEY, Treasurer, St. Thomas’s Hospital. 

WaLTeR Tapper, President, the Royal Institute of 
British Architects. 

CARMICHAEL THOMAS, Chairman of Council, the 
London Society. 


The following letter on the same subject was sent t» the 


Rt. Hon. Stanley Baldwin, P.C., by the Presiden: of 


the Institute :-— 
6 May, 1929. 

Sir,—The urgent attention of the Council of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects has been called by their 
Science Standing Committee to the alarming nature of 
the risk which it is now realized must be incurred if the 
proposed erection of immense electric power stations 
in the heart of the Metropolis is allowed to proceed. 

The injury which the concentrated discharge into the 
atmosphere of the products resulting from the combustion 
of thousands of tons of coai daily may do to the surround- 
ing neighbourhood has been demonstrated by the Man- 
chester Power Station and by the existing station at 
Fulham. It appears to be admitted that improved 
combustion, such as may, perhaps, be looked for in new 
stations, so far from reducing, may actually increase the 
volume of noxious gases discharged into the air. hese 
gases are known to be capable of doing irreparable damage 
to old buildings and valuable works of art stored in them, 
and of causing injury only to be repaired at immense 
expense to newer stone and brick buildings. 

It now appears that no practicable method of eliminat- 
ing these dangerous fumes is known, and that consequently 
the conditions attached to the sanction of certain of these 
Power stations do not, in fact, afford protection. In 
view of the close proximity of the proposed station at 
Battersea, and a turther station at Fulham to such irre- 
placeable buildings as Westminster Abbey, Chelsea 
Hospital, Lambeth Palace and others, and to such 
valuable and important national buildings as Buckingham 
Palace, the Houses of Parliament, the Government aid 
other offices, and the residential quarters around West- 
minster, and to the priceless collections of pictures in 
the National Galleries, the Royal Institute can only view 
these proposals with serious alarm ; and they respectfully 
beg that so great a risk wil! not be incurred without first 
instituting a thorough inquiry by some authority qualified 
to assess at their full value all the public aspects of the 
matter to which electrical experts intent on their own 
problems may well have attached inadequate importance. 
—I am, Sir, Your obedient Servant, 

(Signed) WaLTER TAPPER. 
President_RI.B.A. 





R.I.B.A. STATUTORY EXAMINATIONS. 

The R.I.B.A. Statutory Examinations for the Office 
of District Surveyor under the London Building Acts, 
or Building Surveyor under Local Authorities, will be 
held at the R.I.B.A., London, on 16, 17 and 18 October, 
1929. 

The closing date for receiving applications for adn:ission 
to the Examinations, accompanied by the fee of £3 3s., 
is 1 October 1929. 

Full particulars of the Examinations and application 
forms can be obtained from the Secretary R.I.B.A. 








ol 


Ol 
ta 


P 


5 


j< 


the 


of 


an- 

at 
ved 
Cw 
the 
ese 


ige 





18 ‘Jay 1929 


CHANGING ENGLAND, 

The- following letter was published in The Times 
of 5 May —- 

To the Editor of ‘“* The Times.” 

Sir,—During the next few weeks we shall differ 
on so many problems of public importance, that we gladly 
take an opportunity of showing that on one subject we 
speak with a united voice—namely, in advocating the 
preservation of our countryside in its rich personality 
and character. 

We do this with full confidence that the development 
which is requisite in many forms can, and should, be 
directed with thoughtful and scrupulous attention to the 
charm of our land. Apart from the natural beauties 
of hill and plain, of cliff, river, and lake, much of this 
beauty is the direct result of bygone development and 
enterprise ; and in these days when methods of planning 
and the appreciation of trees and landscape are more 
widely studied than ever before, we ought to be able so to 
effect necessary changes as to avoid injuring a precious 
heritage. 

We wish, therefore, to endorse the appeal now being 
made for funds to assist this worthy movement. 

We are, Sir, your obedient servants, 

STANLEY BALDWIN, 
J. Ramsay MacDona.p, 
D. Lioyp GEoRGE. 

The Council for the Preservation of Rural 

England, 17 Great Marlborough Street, W.1. 

*.* Donations in response to the joint appeal of the 
Councils for the Preservation of Rural England and Rural 
Wales should be sent to the Honorary Treasurer, C.P.R.E., 
17, Great Marlborough Street, Regent Street, W.1. 


GILLING CASTLE.* 


To the Editor of ‘“‘ The Times.” 

Sir,—The sale by auction is announced for Thursday, 
16 May, of the panelling, heraldic stained glass, and 
elaborate plaster frieze of the Fairfax Room at Gilling 
Castle, Yorkshire. This room, built and decorated by 
Sir William Fairfax a few years before the Armada, is as it 
stands a perfect and unique example of Yorkshire Eliza- 
bethan art. In its existing original setting it is an historical 
monument of the first importance. The pride of race and 
the respect for tradition which contributed to the Pilgrim- 
age of Grace and the Rising of the North are epitomised in 
this room. It is now proposed to strip, sell, and disperse 
the panelling, plasterwork, and stained glass from the 
walls and windows of this room. Such an action is surely 
shortsighted, in that it depreciates to an incalculable extent 
the value of the house for which this work was made. It is 
also destructive, since if the furnishings of the room are 
to be torn away from their setting they sink into mere 
‘““neriod curios.” Is it too late to urge that this room 
should not be dismantled, but should be allowed to remain 
as and where Sir William Fairfax planned and built it 
nearly 350 years ago ?— Yours, etc., 

SypDNEY D. KITSsSON, 
Hon. Secretary, R.I.B.A. 
9 Conduit Street, Regent Street, W.1. 


*From The Times, 15 May 1929. 
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Correspondence 
NEW PREMISES FOR THE R.I.B.A. 
Compton Bishop, 


Axbridge, Somerset. 
6 May 1929. 
To the Editor, JOURNAL R.I.B.A.,— 

DeaR Sir,—While congratulating the Institute on 
securing such an ideal site in Portland Place for their 
proposed new premises, I should like to know whether 
anything is going to be done to make these new head- 
quarters also more accessible to its members, in particular 
to those from the remoter corners of England and from 
the Dominions. 

There is, in my humble opinion, only one satisfactory 
way of accomplishing this, by providing as part of the 
proposed scheme a London home (or whatever it might 
be suitably named) under the direct management of the 
Institute, for the sole benefit of members who, like myself, 
would like to take part in the various meetings, at present 
chiefly the privilege of a small minority, but are finally 
discouraged from doing so. This, owing to a long and 
expensive journey, at the end of which must usually be 
added the inconvenience and the uncertainty of finding 
suitable quarters at a reasonable price, while in London. 

Quite apart from economic considerations, which, 
seeing our large membership, should present no obstacle, 
I am quite sure the opportunity thus offered of bringing 
together more effectively the provinces with the head 
would go a long way in uniting our great profession. 

I rather fear, until something is considered on these 
lines, to the great majority the new premises in Portland 
Place will always remain a white elephant.—I beg to 
remain, yours faithfully, M. E. Staut [A.] 

[The Editor regrets that the letters from some corres- 
pondents have had to be omitted through lack of space.] 





ADVISORY SCULPTURE COMMITTEE 
FORMED. 


An Advisory Sculpture Committee, with Lord Edward 
Gleichen as chairman, has been formed as an adjunct 
to the Roads of Remembrance Committee of the Roads 
Beautifying Association. f 

Except for its chairman, the Advisory Committee will 
consist of professional sculptors and architects, who will 
advise the General Committee as to the suitability of 
works of British sculpture, including fountains, bird- 
baths, and sculptured seats, for the decoration of roads, 
and also as to the selection of sites and the manner in 
which the works can best be placed. 

Mr. W. Reynolds-Stephens, President of the Royal 
Society of British Sculptors, Mr. E. Guy Dawber, 
Past-President of the Royal Institute of British Archi- 
tects, and Sir William Goscombe John, R.A., are among 
those who have agreed to serve. 


MR. JOHN WATSON [F.], A.R.S.A. 


Mr. John Watson has been elected an associate member 
of the Royal Scottish Academy in Edinburgh. 
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Allied Societies 


THE BERKS, BUCKS AND OXON ARCHITECTURAL 
ASSOCIATION. 

The Ninth Annual General Meeting of the Berks, Bucks and 
Oxon Architectural Association was held in the Election Hall, 
Provosts’ Lodge, Eton College, on Saturday, 27 April, at 
3 p.m., the President, Mr. R. A. Rix, A.R.I.B.A., occupying 
the chair. 

The annual report of the Council and balance sheet were 
adopted, and the officers for the ensuing year elected as 
follows :—President, Mr. Harry Hutt, F.R.I.B.A.; Vice- 
Presidents, Mr. N. W. Harrison, F.R.I.B.A., Mr. T. T. 
Cumming, F.R.I.B.A., Mr. E. A. L. Martyn, A.R.I.B.A. ; 
Honorary Treasurer, Mr. T. T. Cumming, F.R.I.B.A. ; 
Honorary Secretary, Mr. E. Steward Smith, A.R.I.B.A.; 
Honorary Auditor, Mr. C. B. Willcocks, F.R.I.B.A. Members 
of the Council were elected as follows :—Messrs. J. T. 
Saunders, J. R. Greenaway, A. B. West, F. E. Wapshott, 
W.R. Morris, E. P. Morgan, H. W. Rogerson, C. S. Kimpton, 
H. J. Stribling, W. D. Hartley, T. H. W. Dance, R. F. Dodd 
and T. Rayson. 

In his Presidential Address, Mr. Rix said it was possible to 
practice architecture without holding diplomas or qualifications, 
but those who belonged to the Royal Institute of British 
Architects and its Allied Societies considered it an injustice that 
they had to meet the unfettered competition of free lances 
who were able to employ means from which the members, quite 
rightly, were debarred by rules and traditions. This was an 
eminently unsatisfactory state of affairs, which should be 
rectified as soon as possible, as much in the public interest as 
in the interest of members of the profession. He hoped the 
assent of Parliament would be given to the Registration Bill 
in the not too distant future. 

Referring to the question of housing, the President said this, 
with the exception of unemployment, was probably the most 
pressing problem of our time. He considered it would be 
ungenerous to withhold gratitude to those who had worked 
hard to make up the shortage of houses since the war, but he 
ventured to suggest that the needs of those workers who could 
not afford to pay a high rent had not been sufficiently provided 
for. He considered one reason for this was an earnest desire 
to do justice to those less well off than others, but in this matter 
it might be we had been sentimental and unpractical. 

In building houses with rentals beyond the means of many 
workers the evils of slums and overcrowding would not be 
relieved, as many persons had been forced by stress of circum- 
stances to purchase houses beyond their means, and to get over 
the difficulty had sublet or taken in lodgers, and in this way 
overcrowding was still produced. This matter was now re- 
ceiving considerable public attention, and the President sug- 
gested the profession could apply its technical knowledge, 
collect data and show how all Acts of Parliament and by-laws 
bearing on the case could be brought into relation with eco- 
nomic facts and so produce a carefully worked out and well 
considered programme. 

The President referred to the useful and practical work the 
Society for the Preservation of Rural England was doing in 
assisting to arrest the shameful desecration of our countryside, 
and regretted the work of the Society had not been initiated 
earlier. 


LIVERPOOL ARCHITECTURAL SOCIETY 
(INCORPORATED) 

The Annual General Meeting of the Liverpool Architectural 
Society (Incorporated) was held in the Society’s Rooms, Blue 
Coat Chambers, School Lane, Liverpool, on Wednesday, 
24 April 1929. 


The chair was taken by the President, Mr. Duncan 4, 
Campbell, F.R.I.B.A. 

The minutes of the previous Annual General Meeting were 
read and confirmed. 

The annual report and balance sheet were discussed and 
adopted. 

The following officers and members of Council were elected 
for the ensuing 82nd session :—President, Duncan A. Camp- 
bell, F.R.I.B.A.; Vice-Presidents, Professor L. P. Aber- 
crombie, F.R.1.B.A., Ernest Gee, F.R.I.B.A.; Representative 
on the Council of the R.I.B.A., Duncan A. Campbell, 
F.R.I.B.A.; Hon. Secretary, James 5S. Bramwell, A.R.I.B.A. ; 
Hon. Treasurer, E. J. Dod, A.R.I.B.A.; Fellows, H. A. Dod, 
M.A., F.R.I.B.A., G. W. Fraser, M.C., F.R.I.B.A., G. Hast- 
well Grayson, M.A., F.R.I.B.A., L. H. Keay, F.R.I.B.A., 
E. B. Kirby, O.B.E., F.R.I.B.A., T. F. Shepheard, F.R.I.B.A., 
B. M. Ward, F.R.1.B.A.; Associates, J. S. Allen, B.Arch., 
A.R.I.B.A., H. C. Hutton, B.Arch., A.R.I.B.A.; Hon. 
Librarian, E. H. Honeyburne, A.R.I.B.A.; Hon. Auditors, 
J. E. Bladon, A. L. Macmillan, A-.R.I.B.A. ‘The President and 
two members of the North Wales Branch. 


Obituary 


CHARLES FITZROY DOLL [F\]. 

Mr. Charles FitzRoy Doll, whose death occurred on 1 March 
1929, was born in 1850, being the third son of Christian Philip 
Doll, Page of the Presence to King William IV and Queen 
Victoria. He was educated at Kensington School under Dr. 
Haig-Brown, and subsequently entered the Polytechnikum at 
Coblenz, where he received his early architectural training 
from Dr. Adolf Dronke. ‘To his association with this eminent 
architect may be traced his lifelong study of the history and 
development of the Lombardo-Romanesque and Gothic styles 
in Germany, and it can safely be said that in the course of this 
and his later tours in Germany he visited and took notes of 
almost every church and notable building in those styles from 
the Rhine to the Vistula, and from the Carpathians to the 
Baltic. 

Upon his return to England he was first articled to Mr. 
Charles Gritten, the Quantity Surveyor, and later on entered 
the office of Sir Digby Wyatt. Whilst with the former he 
was engaged upon such works as the Thames Embankment, 
Abbey Mills Pumping Station, the Storm Relief Sewers of 
London, etc., and under the latter he worked upon such 
buildings as the India Office, Cooper’s Hill Engineering 
College, Alford House, Kensington Gore, etc. 

In 1875 Mr. Doll commenced practice for himself, and in 
due course became a Fellow of the Surveyors Institution (1884), 
and a Fellow of the Royal Institute of British Architects (1901). 
In 1911 he took his eldest son into partnership, the firm being 
known as C. FitzRoy Doll and Son. 

Amongst his most prominent buildings may be mentioned, 
Hotel Russell, Russell Square ; Brook House, and premises of 
the Association for Promoting the General Welfare of the 
Blind in Tottenham Court Road ; the Kingsley Hotel, Hart 
Street ; the Imperial Hotel and Bedford Hotel, and Russell 
Mansions, Southampton Row ; the head offices of the Express 
Dairy Co., Tavistock Place ; several banks in London; the 
Manor House, Middlewich, Cheshire; the Grange, Hag- 
bourne, Berks; to mention a few only. He restored St. 
George Church, Bloomsbury, in 1896. He was also closely 
connected with the erection of Walsall Cottage Hospital, 
Croydon Town Hall, Schools of the Girls Public Day Schools 
Company, Putney Bridge, etc. 
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nce 1885 he was associated with the London estate of the 
Duke of Bedford, and was responsible for the carrying out of 
many of the developments and improvements which have 
taken place in the Bloomsbury district. It may be added here 
tha: in 1886 he prepared the first scheme for the demolition 
of Clare Market and the formation of the Kingsway and 
Aldwych, and deposited the plans with the Metropolitan Board 
of Works on behalf of the St. Giles’ Board. 

His chief contributions to the literature of architecture were 
the revision of the German Section of Fergusson’s History of 
Ancient and Medieval Architecture, which he undertook for 
Mr. R. Phené Spiers in 1893, and his History of the Teutonic 
Order which he condensed into a paper on “‘ The Marien- 
burg ’’ and read before the Institute. 


CLIFTON R. DAVY [F.]. 


Clifton Davy, who died in his 50th year, at his home at 
Ruislip, on 23 March 1929, was the son of an architect, the late 
Robert Clifton Davy, of Maidenhead. He was a clever and 
painstaking architect, but his career was much controlled, and 
probably hampered, by external influences. As a young man, 
while newly in his father’s office, he entered the Architectural 
Association School, and having passed the R.I.B.A. Inter- 
mediate Examination first in his year, would no doubt have ac- 
quitted himself creditably in the Final had not his father’s early 
death (accelerated by a tedious and troublesome law case) pre- 
cipitated him into active practice. Some years later he entered 
the Institute by the Licentiate class, subsequently transferring 
to Fellowship. His principal works (the earliest in association 
with his father) were numerous private houses at and near 
Maidenhead, Temple Golf Club, houses at Chelsea, Ickenham, 
and elsewhere ; while at the time of his death he had in hand 
or in process of design quite a series of village halls and church 
schools in the western area of the London Diocese. 

BE. G:; 


F. E. WILLIAMS [F.]. 


Mr. F. E. Williams was articled to his father, the late Mr. 
Alfred Williams, sometime district surveyor for Kensington. 
After the completion of his articles he was in the Architect’s 
Department of the London County Council under the late Mr. 
Thomas Blashill. On leaving, he joined his father, and 
together they carried out Grindlay’s Bank in Parliament Street ; 
London and County Banks at Camberwell and Gravesend and 
Minories ; extensions for Messrs. Derry and Toms in High 
Street, Kensington ; alterations and new shop fronts for 
Messrs. Harvey Nichols and Co., Ltd., Knightsbridge ;_ busi- 
ness premises in Pall Mall, St. James’s Street, and Queenhithe, 
E.C., and many other works. 

On his father’s retirement about 20 years ago, he was 
joined by Mr. Alfred Cox, and the firm was known as Williams 
and Cox. ‘Together they carried out many houses in Vale 
Avenue, Mulberry Walk, Church Street, and Mallord Street, 
Chelsea, Putney, and Westminster; country houses in 
Wiltshire, Kent, Sussex, and Staffordshire ; infirmary and 
children’s home at Barnet; extension in Sloane Street for 
Messrs. Harvey Nichols and Co., Ltd.; new offices and 
warehouse in Great Trinity Lane, E.C., for the Hudson’s Bay 
Company ; cinema at Uxbridge ; war memoria! at Grays, 
Essex, and offices at Dudley, Worcestershire. 

At the time of his death they were engaged in further addi- 
tions for Messrs. Harvey Nichols and Co. ; and erecting large 
milk factory in Dorset ; flats at Hyde Park Terrace, and various 
other works of commercial and domestic character. 

Mr. Williams had been a member of the Royal Borough of 
Kensington for many years, and also chairman of the Improve- 
ments, Valuation, and Finance Committees of that body. He 
was elected about two years ago a member of the London 
County Council for Kensington. 
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ELECTION OF STUDENTS R.I.B.A. 
The following were elected as Students at the meeting 
of the Council held on 8 April 1929. 
ANDERSON: LIONEL Gorpon, African Life Building, St. 
George’s Street, Cape Town, South Africa. 
Baynes : OscaR ANDREW, c/o E.S. and A. Bank, 5, Grace- 
church Street, London, E.C.3. 
CARTER : EDWARD JULIAN, 4, Oakley Street, Chelsea, S.W.3. 
CLARK: ERNEST WILLIAM, 8 Ashenden Road, Clapton, E.5. 
DicksON: JOHN CARLISLE, 20 Sandhurst, Cookstown, Co. 
Tyrone. 
Drury : JOAN ROLLO, 55, Upper Gloucester Place. 
FOTHRINGHAM: ‘THOMAS SCRYMSOURE STEUART, Murthly 
Castle, Murthly, Perthshire. 
GARDNER: Eric Goprrey, Hotel St. Kilda, Torrington 
Square, W.C.1. 
GiLiies: WILLIAM Henry, Barker Street, East Brisbane, 


Queensland. 
GRAYSON: ARTHUR BELLHAM, The Manse, Halesworth, 
Suffolk. 


HERBERT : GEOFFREY BRIAN, 64, Cambridge Terrace, W.2. 

MaAbDELEY: RosBertT GEORGE, ‘‘ Cromford,’’ Middleton Road, 
Streetly, near Birmingham. 

McDonaLp: DONALD CALVERT, 203, North Ridge Road, 
Durban, South Africa. 

MACLELLAN : EmILy LIND, 14, Cluny Terrace, Edinburgh. 

MITCHELL: CHARLES Marcus FirzWILLiaM, c/o James 
Morris, Architect, Union Castle Buildings, Adderley 
Street, Cape Town, South Africa. 

NELSON: JOHN OUGHTRED, 11 Conyers Avenue, Birkdale, 
Southport. 

WHITEMAN : HERBERT WILLIAM: 137 Binley Road, Coventry. 


PROBATIONERS, 


During the month of April, 1929, the following were 
registered as Probationers of the Royal Institute :— 

Co.Luis : RussELL Epwin, Colward, Aldeburgh, Suffolk. 

Davigs : JoHN Dovuctas, c/o Shanghai Municipal Council, 
Public Works Dept. 

Davis: ALAN Henry, Spring Hill, Nailsworth, Nr. Stroud, 
Glos. 

DicksoN : JOHN CARLISLE, 20 Sandhurst, Cookstown, Co. 
Tyrone. 

GAMBLE: WILLIAM MACARTNEY, 153 University Street, 
Belfast. 

GorDoN : ALEXANDER EsME, 21 Heriot Row, Edinburgh. 

Harper, WILLIAM STANLEY, High View, Harpfield Farm 
Estate, Stoke-on-Trent. 

Hay: GEORGE, 2 Crichton Street, Edinburgh. 

INGLIs: Harry CHARLES, 8 Cambridge Place, Victoria 
Road, W.8. 

JACKSON : GILDART EDGAR PEMBERTON, 101 Great Russell 
Street, W.C. 

Kinc: Eric Georce, 88 St. Dunstan’s Avenue, Acton, 
W.3. 

MarsH: JOHN Davip Tay_or, ‘‘ Scriventon,’’ Speldhurst, 
Kent. 

MEILANDT : GASCON BAGNALL, 40 Princess Road, Bourne- 
mouth West, Dorset. 

Mortey, Roy, 247 Brereton Avenue, Cleethorpes, Lincs. 

PHILLIPS : WILLIAM OswaLD, 87, Manselton Road, Mansel- 
ton, Swansea. 

ROBERTS: JOHN, Beachley, Streetsbrook Road, Shirley, 
Birmingham. 

SHILTON : Eric WALLACE, Free Church Manse, 66 Ardros- 
san Road, Saltcoats, Ayrshire, Scotland. 
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SMEALL : ELIZABETH MARGARET, 5 Nile Grove, Edinburgh. 

SmitH: Ivatr EaTon, 42 Eastwood Lane, Westcliff-on-Sea, 
Essex. 

STEEL: EpwarpD Danson, Kirby Gate, Northwood, Middlesex. 

TAYLOR: GERALD FRANK, 95 Daw End Lane, Rushall, Nr. 
Walsall, Staffs. 

THOMPSON: ADDISON Roy, 32 Palmerston 
Park, N.22. 

WILLIAMS: Harry, 5 
Newport, Mon. 


Road, Bowes 


Wern ‘Terrace, Rogerstone, Nr. 





ATTENDANCES AT COUNCIL AND STANDING 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS, SESSION 1928-1929. 
Tue Councit (10 Meetings). 

President: Walter Tapper, 10. Vice-Presidents : 
E. Stanley Halli, 9; H. V. Lanchester, 7; G. C. Law- 
rence (Bristol), 10; Maurice E. Webb, 8. Huvunorary 
Secretary : Sydney D. Kitson fOxon.) Io. 

Men:kers of Council : Professor S. D. Adshead, 7 ; Henry 
V. Ashley, 7: Robert Atkinson, 1 ; Sir Herbert Baker, 0 ; 
Major Harry Barnes, 0; Herbert T. Buckland (Bir- 
mingham), 6; Walter Cave, 2; Major H. C. Corlette, 
9; Sir Banister Fletcher, 9 ; H. S. Goodhart-Rendel, 6 ; 
Arthur Keen, 6; Sir Edwin L. Lutyens, o; Thomas 
R. Milburn (Sunderland), 6; E. C. P. Menson, 9; 
T. Taliesin Rees (Liverpool), 9 ; Professor C. H. Reilly 
(Liverpool), 9; H. D. Searles-Wood, 4; Francis T 
Verity, 6. 

Associate Members of Council : H. Chaiton Bradshaw, 
8; Leonard H. Bucknell, 5; Professor Lionel B. 
Budden (Liverpool), 6; Lieut.-Colonei H. P. Cart de 
Lafontaine, 9; G. Leonard Elkington, 4; Major T. C. 
Howitt (Nottingham), 4; Manning DPD. Robertson 
(Dublin), 3; J. Douglas Scott, 9 ; Michael Theodore 
Waterhouse, 9. 

Licentiate Members of Council: A. B. Hayward, 10 ; 
E. H. Heazell (Nottingham), 3; Lieut.-Colonel P. A. 
Hopkins, 10; Capt. A. Seymour Reeves, 6; Percy J. 
Waldram, 6 ; Colonel N. H. Waller (Gloucester), 9. 

Past Presidents : FE. Guy Dawber, 1; Sir Reginaid 
Blomfield, oO. 

Representatives of Aliied Societies in the United Kingdom 
or the Irish Fiee State : (Northern Province of England) 
Duncan A. Campbell (Liverpool), 8; C. M. E. Hadfield 
(Sheffield), 10; Francis Jones (Manchester), 6; J. H. 
Martindale (Carlisle’, 8; J. Stuart Syme (York), 7; 
T. Butler Wilson (Leeds), 7. (Midland Province of 
England) Edward T. Allcock (Loughborough), 5; E. C. 
Bewlay (Birniingham), 6; J. W. Fisher (Northampton- 
shire), 8 ; Stanley Wearing (Norwich), 8 ; John Woollatt 
(Nottingham), 9. (Southern Province of England) 
Thomas Overbury (Cheltenham), 5 ; Harold S. Rogers 
(Oxford), 7; B. Priestley Shires (Plymouth), 6; J. 
Arthur Smith (Basingstoke), 5. (Allied Societies in 
Scotland) J. K. Hunter ‘Glasgow), 1; F. C. Mears 
(Edinburgh), 2; J. B. Nicol (Aberdeen), 6; G. P. K. 
Young (Perth), 3. (Allied Societies in Wales) C.S.' Thomas 
(Swansea), 8. (Allied Societies in Ireland) Professor 
R. M. Butler (Dublin), 3; FE. R. Kennedy (Ulster), 3. 

Representatives of Allied Societies in the British Domin- 
ions Overseas : Professor A. S. Hook (Australia), 0; 
Robert Howden (South Africa), 0; Percy E. Nobbs 
(Canada), o. 
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Representative of the Architectural Association (Londoi: 
W. H. Ansel!, 9. 

Representative of the Association of Architects, Su 
veyors and Technical Assistants : W.H. Hamlyn, 8. 

Chairman of the Board of Architectural Education : 
Her.ry M. Fletcher, ro. 

Chairmen of the Four Staiding Committees : H. S. 
Goodhart-Rendel (Art), 6; Louis Amblerf (Literature), 
8; S.r Banister Fietcher (Practice), 9; Dr. Raymond 
Unwin* (Science), 9. 

The [rt Standing Committce (9 meetings): E. C, 
Bewlay* (Birmingham), 3; T. Lawrence Daie* (Oxford), 
6; H. S. Goodhart-Rendel, Chairman, 5 ; Charles H. 
Holden, 8; Edward A. Hunt, 3; C. H. James, 5; 
Arthur Keen, Vice-Chairman, 5 ; Edward B. Maufe, 3; 
Oswald P. Milne, 5; F. Winton Newman, 4; M. H. 
Baillie Scott*, 5 ; Louis de Soissons, 5; G. Berkeley 
Wills*, 7; G. G. Wornum, Joint Hon. Secretary, 7 ; 
H. Chaiton Bradshaw, 3; Cyril A. Farey, 1; Claude 
St. J. G. Miller, Joint Hon. Secretary, 2; Hon. H. A. 
Pakington, 7; W. Harding Thompson, 5; Michael 
Waterhouse, 1; R. F. G. Aylwin, o; A. S. Soutar, 6; 
Francis R. Taylor, 7; R. Minton Taylor*, 6. 

The Literature Standing Committee (8 meetings) : 
Louis Ambler, Chairman, 8 ; W.H. Ansell*, 1 ; Martin 
S. Briggs, Joint Hon. Secretary, 8; A. S. G. Butler, 5 ; 
Major H. C. Corlette, 3 ; H. Stratton Davis* (Gloucester), 
2; H. P. Burke Downing, 1; J. Murray Easton, 4; 
Walter H. Godfrey, 4; G. D. Gordon Hake* (Bristol), 
3; Arthur E. Henderson, 6; A. H. Moberly, Vicv- 
Chairman, 5; Arthur Stratton, 3; Sir A. Brumwell 
Thomas*, 3 ; H. W. Chester, 8 ; A. Trystan Edwards, 1 ; 
Professor F. S. Granger (Nottingham), 2 ; Miss E. K. D. 
Hughes*, 4; H. C. Hughes (Cambridge), 5; A. L. N. 
Russell, 8; Grahame B. Tubbs, Joint Hon. Secretary, 7; 
A. B. Hayward, 7; E. M. Hick, 7; F. H. Mansford, 7. 

The Practice Standing Committee (10 meetings) : 
Henry V. Ashley, 9; Frederick Chatterton, 7; Sir 
Banister Fletcher, Chairman, 8; W. H. Gunton*, 9; 
E. Bertram Kirby (Liverpool), 9; G. C. Lawrence 
(Bristol), 10; G. H. Lovegrove*, 8; E. C. P. Monson*, 
9; 0. Barclay Niven, 7; J. Alan Slater, 10; Sydney 
Tatchell, 9 ; Percy E. Thomas* (Cardiff), 8; Francis T. 
Verity, 6; W. E. Watson*, Yoint Hon. Secretary, 9; 
Herbert A. Welch, Vice-Chairman, 9; T.S. Barnes, o ; 
G. Leonard Elkington, 1; H. V. Milnes Emerson, 8 ; 
W. H. Hamlyn, 7; J. Dougias Scott, 10; Charles 
Woodward, Foint Hon. Secretary, 10; F.R. Betensun, 8 ; 
J. W. Denington, 6; Capt. A. Seymour Reeves, 6. 

The Science Standing Committee (10 meetings) : 
Robert J. Angel, 8 ; W. E. Vernon Crompton, 6; E. H. 
Evans, Foint Hon. Secretary, 8; G. R. Farrow, 10; J. 
Ernest Franck*, 4; W. A. Harvey (Birmingham), 8 ; 
Alan E. Munby, 8; H. D. Searles-Wood, 5 ; Charles F. 
Skipper (Cambridge), Joint Hon. Secretary, 10; R. 
Elsey Smith*, 5 ; Digby L. Solomon, 3 ; Dr. Raymond 
Unwin, Chairmax, 9 ; Hope Bayenal, 5 ; P. W. Barnett, 

* Marked thus was appointed after the first meeting of the 
Council. Possible attendances, 9. 

+ Marked thus was appointed after the second meeting of 
the Council. Possible attendances, 8. 
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4; W. T. Benslyn*, 8 ; Eric Bird, 7 ; Edwin Gunn, 2 ; 
A F. Hooper, 8; A. E. Mayhew*, 4; C. S. White, 8; 
\ifred H. Barnes, 10; Lieut.-Colonel P. A. Hopkins*, 
Joint Hon. Secretary, 8; G. N. Kent, 6; Percy J. 
Waldram, 8. 





THE ANNUAL ELECTIONS. 
New NOMINATIONS TO COUNCIL AND STANDING 
COMMITTEES. 

Che following nominations have been made by members 
in accordance with Bye-law 36 :— 

As a Vice-President—Scotr : William Gillbee [F.], 
nominated by Fredk. Chatterton, Gilbert H. Lovegrove, 
Sydney Tatchell, Edgar S. Underwood, W. E. Watson, 
John E. Yerbury, Fellows ; P. Hopkins, Licentiate. 

As Members of Council—Downinc: Henry Philip 
Burke [F.], nominated by Maxwell Ayrton, A. Blomfield 
Jackson, A. B. Knapp-Fisher, John E. Newberry, Sir 
Charles A. Nicholson, Fellows ; Cyril A. Farey, Cyril W. 
Fowler, Associates. SKIPPER: Major Charles Frederick 
[F.], nominated by E. H. Evans, G. Reginald Farrow, 
J. Ernest Franck, W. Alexander Harvey, Alan E. Munby, 
R. Unwin, Fellows ; P. W. Barnett, William T. Benslyn, 
Arnold F. Hooper, C. S. White, Associates ; Alfred H. 
Barnes, P. Hopkins, G. N. Kent, Percy J. Waldram, Licen- 
tiates. 

As Associate Members of Council—CHESTER : Harold 
William [A.], nominated by H. G. Avery, M. Botting, 
P. S. Hudson, B. Lisle, V. Leslie Nash, Associates ; A. 
Seymour Rees, Chas. F. Siebert, Licentiates. EMERSON : 
Harry Valentine Milnes [A.], nominated by R. J. Allison, 
G. Reginald Farrow, Francis Hooper, Fellows ; D. N. 
Dyke, A. R. Myers, Associates ; T. G. Angell, John 
Davidson, Licentiates. LLovELL : Richard Goulburn [A.], 
nominated by Annesley H. Brownrigg, John D. Clarke, 
Thos. R. Clemence, John L. Denman, Arthur R. G. 
Fenning, Hugh Macintosh, Colin H. Murray, Wm. H. 
Overton, Briant Poulter, W. H. Robinson, Peter D. Ston- 
ham, Fellows ; H. Campbell Ashenden, K. E. Black, 
H. E. Box, C. Lawrence Clayton, J. B. Cochrane, J. Simp- 
son Conway, S. C. Garrett, G. Gregor-Grant, Edward G. 
Hines, Kenneth B. Mackenzie, Robt. Messenger, N. D. 
Quick, H. T. Wykes, Associates ; W. F. Andrews, Ernest 
Barber, Christr. Chart, F. Cremer, T. Graham Crump, 
W. Wrigley Diggle, F. W. Rees, E. Stockwell, Licentiates. 
Regs : Vernon Owen [A.], nominated by J. Murray Easton, 
Howard Robertson, Fellows ; S. N. Bertram, Raymond 
Erith, F. Milton Harvey, Eric R. Jarrett, J. Macgregor, 
Edward Arnold Mitchell, Associates. TANNER: Edgar 
Allan Davey [A.], nominated by Arthur Wm. Kenyon, 
Stanley G. Livock, Fellows ; Thomas F. Ford, William H. 
Hamlyn, Felix J. Lander, Chas. McLachlan, W. Mackin- 
tosh, Associates. 

As Licentiate Member of Council——REeEs : Major Frede- 
rick William [L.], nominated by Chas. E. Hanscomb, 
Hugh Macintosh, Briant Poulter, J. Edward Still, Fellows ; 
Edmund B. Clarke, Geoffrey T. Mullins, Associates ; 
Christr. Chart, T. Graham Crump, F. Sutton Smith, A. 
Sunderland, Licentiates. 

As Associate Members of the Art Standing Committee.— 


* Marked thus were appointed after the first meeting of the 
Committee. 
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Fry : Edwin Maxwell, nominated by W. Harding Thomp- 
son, Fellow ; Hope Bagenal, F. E. Bennett, A. Trystan Ed- 
wards, Cyril A. Farey, Geoffrey T. Mullins, A. R. Sykes, 
Associates. 'TOWNDROW: Frederic Edward, nominated 
by Robert Atkinson, Maxwell Ayrton, Howard Robert- 
son, W. Harding Thompson, Fellows ; Hubert Clist, 
Joseph Emberton, Alister G. MacDonald, Associates. 

As Associate Members of the Literature Standing Com- 
mittee.—Ross : James Maclaren, nominated by Fredk. 
Chatterton, H. S. Goodhart-Rendel, E. Stanley Hall, 
Francis Hooper, Francis Jones, Arthur Keen, J. E. 
Newberry, Fellows. 

As Member of the Practice Standing Committee.— 
CapLe: William Henry Dashwood [F.], nominated by 
C. E. Bateman, Ernest C. Bewlay, James A. Swan, W. 
Norman Twist, Fellows ; William H. Ashford, A. Mal- 
colm McKewan, Associates ; H. W. Simister, Licentiate. 

As Associate Member of the Practice Standing Com- 
mittee. —CACHEMAILLE-Day : Nugent Francis [4.], nom- 
inated by W. Harding Thompson, Fellow ; Felix J. Lan- 
der, Harold E. Moss, Geoffrey T. Mullins, V. Leslie 
Nash, A. R. Sykes, Associates ; A. Seymour Reeves, Licen- 
tiate. 


Notices 


THE FOURTEENTH GENERAL MEETING. 

The Fourteenth Genera! Meeting (Ordinary) of the 
Session 1928-29, will ke heid on Monday, 27 May 
1929, at 8 p.m., for the following purposes :-—- 

To read the Minutes ot the Annual General Meeting 
held on 13 May 1929; formally to admit members 
attending for the first time since their election. 

To read the following paper: ‘ English Hospital 
Planning,”’ by Mr. H. Percy Adams [F.] 


BRITISH ARCHITECTS* CONFERENCE, YORK, 
12-15 JUNE 1929. 

Final arrangements for all the events of the Conference 
are now beng made. It is hoped that all members who 
have not already done so will at once refer to the pro- 
gramme sent to them with the last issue of the JOURNAL 
and send in their names for such of the events as they 
desire to take part in without delay. 

Arrangements have been made by which members of 
the Conference can obtain return tickets to York available 
from 11 to 17 June, inclusive, at the reduced cost of a 
single fare and a third, by using a special conference 
voucher to be obtained on application to the Secretary 
R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, London, W.1. 


REVISION OF THE R.I.B.A. SCALE OF PROFES- 
SIONAL CHARGES. 

At the Business Meeting to Le held on Monday, io June, 
the Council’s proposals for the revision of the Scale of 
Charges will be considered. 

In order that members may give the proposals careful 
consideration before the meeting, a copy of the revised 
Scale recommended by the Council is enclosed with this 
issue of the JOURNAL. 

It will be noticed that the Scale of Architects’ Charges 
tor Housing Work has been incorporated in the revised 
Scale as Clause 2 a iv. 
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PROPOSED TOUR TO THE UNITED STATES 
AND CANADA. 

It will be remembered that an announcement was made 
in the JOURNAL some little time ago regarding a proposed 
visit to America, and the Secretary has pleasure in 
announcing that arrangements have now been completed 
for a party of members of the Institute and Allied Societies 
to make a short trip to the United States and Canada in 
July next. 

The party will sail from Liverpool for New York by 
the Cunard liner Laconia on 13 July, and will return from 
Quebec by the Ascania on 3 August, arriving in Plymouth 
10 August, and London on 11 August. The places 
visited on the other side will include :— 

New York—Washington—Detroit—Niagara Falls— 

Toronto—Montreal—Quebec, 
the trip from Toronto to Montreal being made by steamer 
down the River St. Lawrence, passing the Thousand 
Islands en route. 

The cost of the trip will be approximately £95, this 
figure including cabin class accommodation on the 
above-mentioned steamers, rail fares in the U.S.A. and 
Canada, hotel accommodation (exclusive of meals ashore), 
sight-seeing trips, etc., and it is believed the trip will 
prove most attractive. 

The Secretary R.I.B.A. will be glad to hear from those 
members who are interested and to forward a detailed 
itinerary of the tour on request. 

Relatives and friends of members will be welcomed. 


ELECTION OF MEMBERS. 
10 JUNE 1929. 

An election of members will take place at the Business 
General Meeting to be held on Monday, 10 June 1929. 
The names and addresses of the Candidates (with the 
names of their proposers) found by the Council to be 
eligible and qualified for Membership according to the 
Charter and Bye-laws and recommeided by them for 
election are as follows :— 

AS HON. FELLOWS [2]. 

CANTERBURY : THE ARCHBISHOP OF, The Most Revd. and Rt. 
Hon. Cosmo Gordon Lang, D.D., etc., Lambeth Palace, 
S.E.1. Proposed by the Council. 

YorK: THE ARCHBISHOP OF, The Most Revd. William 
Temple, D.D., D.Litt., Bishopthorpe, York. Proposed 
by the Council. 

AS FELLOWS [21]. 

BupDEN : Professor LIONEL BatLey, M.A. [A. 1913], School 
of Architecture, University of Liverpool, Liverpool ; 
Withinfield, Heswall, Cheshire. Proposed by Professor 
C. H. Reilly, Maurice E. Webb, Sydney D. Kitson. 

Butt : CHARLES FREDERICK SUTTON [A. 1911], Messrs. Spence, 
Robinson and Partners, 3 Peking Road, Shanghai: 1 Sor- 
chow Road, Shanghai, China. Proposed by R. C. 
Turner, Geo. A. Johnson, R. E. Stewardson. 

CAVANAGH : EpMUND [4. 1926], Municipal Buildings, Batter- 
sea, S.W.11; 116 Nightingale Lane, Wandsworth Com- 
mon, S.W.12. Proposed by Henry Hyams, Hugh 
Mackintosh, William Stewart. 

EVERSHED : SYDNEY Fritz [A. 1926], Lloyds Bank Chambers, 
Oxted, Surrey; South Godstone, Surrey. Proposed 
by W. R. Davidge, Arthur Keen, Briant Poulter. 

FLETCHER : JOHN ALFRED [4. 1905], Deputy City Architect, 
Town Hall, Bradford ; Woodside, Fairfield Road, Shipley, 
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Yorks. Proposed by Eric Morley, Wm. Illingwort! 
W. Williamson. 

GRIBBON : BLAKELEY RINDER [A. 1915], 3 Park Place, Leeds : 
Merlemede, Ben Rhydding, Yorks. Proposed by H. $ 
Chorley, Col. Albert E. Kirk, G. H. Foggitt. 

HALL : GEORGE LANGLEY DEsMOND [A. 1921], 1 Victoria Street, 
5.W.1; Clifton Lodge, Ashtead, Surrey. Proposed b 
George A. Hall, R. Stephen Ayling, E. Hanley Hall. 

HorsBURGH : ARTHUR LiNpsay [A4. 1918], Great Western 
Buildings, Livery Street, Birmingham ; Westfield Road, 
Edgbaston. Proposed by Herbert Buckland, A. ‘1’ 
Butler, R. Savage. 

KENCHINGTON : HERBERT [4. 1909], 7 Staple Inn, Holborn, 
W.C.1; Ridgewood, Nancy Downs, Oxhey, Watford. 


Proposed by H. Edmund Mathews, A. Burnett Brown, 


T. P. Bennett. 


LeGcG : THEODORE ELLIs [A.1920],32 Theobald’s Road, W.C.1 : 


13 The Drive, Buckhurst Hill, Essex. Proposed by 
Horace White, E. Stanley Hall, H. Austen Hall. 

Masters : WILLIAM Ewart [4. 1920], 124 Baker Street, W.1 ; 
8 Monmouth Road, W.2. Proposed by Professor A. E. 
Richardson, C. Lovett Gill, Leonard A. Culliford. 

O’DONOGHUE: RupPERT JOHN GorDON [A. 1920], 5 Great 
Turnstile, High Holborn, W.C.1 ; Branksome, Pyrford, 
near Woking, Surrey. Proposed by W. Campbell Jones, 
H. P. G. Maule, Oswald P. Milne. 

Pitre: ION BeresForD, M.A. [A. 1919], Public Works Depart- 
ment, Accra, Gold Coast, West Africa. Proposed by 
Robert W. Pite, H. F. Murrell, R. Mountford Pigott. 

PoweELL : HERBERT Ceci [4. 1914], 3 Higher Terrace, Tor- 
quay; ‘‘ Pantiles,’ Shiphay, Torquay. Proposed by 
John Cubbon, Arthur W. Hennings, Douglas Wood. 

ROBINSON : HAROLD GRAHAM FEcrTor [4.1912], 3 Peking Road, 
Shanghai; 27 Great Western Road, Shanghai, China. 
Proposed by Geo. A. Johnson, R. E. Stewardson, R. C. 
Turner. 

Scott: THomas Epwarp [A. 1920], Department of Archi- 
tecture, Northern Polytechnic, Holloway, N.7; 24 
Curzon Road, Muswell Hill, N. Proposed by T. P. 
Bennett, Fredk. R. Hiorns, Professor A. E. Richardson. 

SPENCE: HERBERT MarsHALL [A. 1907], 3 Peking Road, 
Shanghai; 26 Route Ferguson, Shanghai, China. Pro- 
posed by R. E. Stewardson, Geo. A. Johnson, R. C. 
Turner. 

And the following Licentiates who have passed the quali- 
fying Examination :— 

FARMER: FRANK QUENTERY, ‘Townsend House, Greycoat 
Place, S.W.1 ; Long Park, Chesham Bois, Bucks. Pro- 
posed by Percy 'T. Wilsdon, Sidney V. North, and the 
Council. 

Reip: ALLAN DoucGtas, 5 Verulam Buildings, Gray’s Inn 
W.C.1; ‘Old Chapel,’ Mottingham Lane, S.E.o. 
Proposed by Percy C. Boddy, Leslie T. Moore, E. P. 
Archer. 

And the following Licentiates who are qualified under Sec- 
tion IV, Clause 4,cii, of the Supplemental Charter of 1925 :— 
E_wic : Henry, J.P., St. Pierre, Mount Ephraim Road, Tun- 

bridge Wells. Proposed by W. H. Robinson, Peter D. 
Stonham, J. Henry Pitt. 

HEALEY: WILLIAM EveERARD, 119 Grange Road, Ramsgate, 
Kent. Proposed by Henry E. Farmer, J. H. W. Hickton, 
Sir Banister Fletcher. 

AS ASSOCIATES [fo]. 

BARNARD : ALBERT Epwarp [Final], c/o Commonwealth Bank 
of Australia, Australia House, Strand, W.C.2. Proposed 
by Major Hubert C. Corlette, Theophile Schaerer, J. 
Murray Easton. 

Betts : RANDOLPH CoTGRAVE, B.Arch. (McGill) [Passed five 
years’ course at McGill University, Montreal. Exempted 
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from Final Examination after passing Examination in 
Professional Practice], c/o John S. Archibald, Esq., Keefer 
Building, Montreal, Canada. Proposed by Professor 
Ramsay Traquair, William Carless, Philip J. Turner. 

BREWSTER : COLIN CAMPBELL, B.Arch (Sydney) [Passed five 
vears’ course at Sydney University. Exempted from 
Final Examination after passing Examination in Profes- 
sional Practice], c/o Commonwealth Bank of Australia, 
Australia House, Strand, W.C.z. Proposed by Maurice 
E. Webb, Charles Pickford, Howard Robertson. 

Dry: James Bowman [Special], Public Works Department, 
Union Buildings, Pretoria, South Africa. Proposed by 
J.S. Cleland, J. Lockwood Hall, Ernest M. Powers. 

DockING : STANLEY JAMEs, B.Arch. (Liverpool) [Passed five 
years’ course at Liverpool Univtersiy School of Architec- 
ture. Exempted from Final Examination after passing 
Examination in Professional Practice], 5 Lansdowne 
Place, North Shore, Blackpool. Proposed by Professor 
C. H. Reilly, Professor Patrick Abercrombie, Arthur 
]. Hope. 

Jones: Witt1amM Murray [Special], Town Hall, Durban, 
South Africa. Proposed by Ernest M. Powers, Wallace 
Paton, F. J. Ing. 

Stewart: Nem McMartin, B.Arch. (McGill) [Passed five 
years’ course at McGill University, Montreal. Exempted 
trom Final Examination after passing Examination in 
Professional Practice], 11013 87th Avenue, Edmonton, 
Alberta, Canada. Proposed by Professor Ramsay Tra- 
quair, William Carless, Philip J. Turner. 

WESTENDARP : RuDOLF THEODORE [Passed five years’ joint 
course at the Cambridge University School of Architecture 
and the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination after passing Examination in Professional 


Practice], 104 Oakley Street, Chelsea, S.W.3. Proposed 
by Howard Robertson, J. Murray Easton, Percy T. 


Wilsdon. 

WinBusH : HARRY STEPHEN [Final], 49 Bernard Street, W.C.1. 
Proposed by Alexr. G. Bond, Thos. S. Tait, W. Fraser 
Granger. 


Competitions 


COMPETITION FOR THE DESIGN OF A NEW 
GRECO-ROMAN MUSEUM AT ALEXANDRIA. 

The Competitions Committee desire to call the atten- 
tion of members to the fact that the conditions of the 
above competition are not in accordance with the regula- 
tions of the R.I.B.A. The Competitions Committee are 
in negotiation with the promoters in the hope of securing 
an amendment. In the meantime, members should not 
take part in the competition. 


SIMON BOLIVAR MEMORIAL. 
PRELIMINARY DETAILS OF A COMPETITION FOR THE 
ERECTION OF A MONUMENT TO THE LIBERATOR BOLIVAR 

IN THE CITY OF QUITO. 

A competition has been opened for the erection in 
Quito of a monument to Bolivar. 

The Ecuadorean Minister in Paris and two members 
of the Sociedad Bolivariana of Quito, residing in Paris, 
will form a Committee to organise and carry out the 
said competition. 

A jury of four members, composed of experts, artists 
and art critics will judge the works presented. 

The designs, ‘“‘ Esbozos’’ (drawings or sketches), 

‘maquettes,” etc., which it is desired to present must 
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be forwarded to the Legation of Ecuador, 91 Avenue 
Wagram, Paris, not later than 31 October 1929. 

The sum of 2,000,000 French francs is available for 
the purpose of erecting the monument. This sum in- 
cludes the fees of the artist who will carry out the work, 
either by himself or with others acting under his direction. 

Honourable mention will be awarded to the authors 
of the designs adjudged second and third. 

The decision of the Jury will be submitted to the 
Sociedad Bolivariana, of Quito, for ratification, prior to 
the contract with the author of the selected design being 
signed. 


PROPOSED MENTAL HOSPITAL, ARDEE. 

The Louth County Council invite architects to submit 
designs for a mental hospital on a site at Ardee. Assessor : 
Geo. P. Sheridan [A.]. Premiums: {£300, £125 and 
£75. Last day for questions, 31 March 1929. Designs 
to be sent in on 15 June 1929. ‘Total cost, £75,000. 
Conditions of the competition and map of the site may 
be obtained on application to the Secretary, Louth 
County Council, Court House, Dundalk. 


Members’ Column 


MESSRS. HODGSON, DIXON AND QUICK. 

THE partnership hitherto existing between Mr. F. J. W. Hodgson, 
L.R.I.B.A., and Mr. W. P. Gill, P.A.S.I., under the style of Messrs. 
Hodgson, Lunn and Co., has been dissolved by mutual consent as 
from 31 March 1929. 

Anew partnership has been -— ¢ —_ Mr. F. J. W. Hodg- 
son, Mr. R. S. Dixon, B.Arch., and D. Quick, A.R.1.B.A., 
and the name of the firm will be Messrs. asion:. Dixon and Quick, 
Architects and Surveyors, 201 High Street, Guildford (‘Tel. 276), and 
180 High Street, Guildford (Tel. 1171). 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM EDUCATION COMMITTEE : 

CENTRAL SCHOOL OF ARTS AND CRAFTS. 

APPLICATIONS are invited for the position of Assistant Master of 
Architecture in the School of Architecture (Director, G. Drysdale, 
F.R.I.B.A.). Salary according to qualifications. The appointment, 
to date from 1 September 1929, is a part-time one (about 20 hours 
a week), and for a maximum period of three years. 

Applications (no special form), stating age, qualifications and pre- 
vious experience, and not more than two testimonials, should be 
sent to the undersigned, endorsed ‘‘ Teacher of Architecture,’ ’ not 
later than 5 June. 

P. D. Innes, Chief Education Officer. 

Education Office, Margaret Street. 

CHANGE OF ADDRESS. 

Mr. GeorGE A. ALLAN wishes to announce that he has removed 
his offices from 1 Staple Inn, W.C.1, to No. 8 Gray’s Inn Square, 
W.C.1. His telephone number is Chancery 7924. 

Mr. Epcar Bunce, A.R.I.B.A., has changed his address from 10 
Strathyre Avenue, Norbury, S.W.16, to 21 Sea Road, Bexhill-on- 
Sea (Telephone, Bexhill 34 ; Telegrams, ‘“‘ Estates,”’ Bexhill-on-Sea). 

PARTNERSHIPS WANTED. 

*.R.I.B.A. with general experience desires Partnership in an estab- 
bighod Practice in London. Commercial Buildings a speciality. 
Contracts in hand.—Apply Box 7529, c/o The Secretary R.I.B.A., 
9 Conduit Street, Regent Street, W.1. 

YounG and energetic assistant desires Partnership or Senior 
Position with a view to Partnership in an established practice, pre- 
ferably on the East Coast. Some capital available-—Box 1159, c/o 
The Secretary R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, London, W.1. 

PARTNERSHIP required by Fellow, 14 years’ principal important 
practice abroad, desires for family reasons settle in London. C api- 
tal available, good city connections. Interview can be arranged in 


London during July.—Apply Box 9429, c/o The Secretary R.I.B.A., 
9g Conduit Street, London, W.1. 
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PARTNERSHIP required by Associate in or near London. Capital 
available. Eight years’ school and office experiet \pply Box 
2529, c/o The Secretary R.1.B.A., 9 Conduit Stre London, W.1 

\.R.I.B.A 


detailer of 


PARTNERSHIP required in London or Kent 
with wide and exceptional experience as de 
high class domestic, bank and office buildings lighest references 
Apply Box 1128, c o The Secretar R.I.B \ mduit Street 
London, W.1 

A.R.1.B.A. with exceptional experience, particularly in the design 
of large high-class buildings, publi jesires partner 
ship, or position with view to partnershiy pl yx I55Q,C O 
The Secretarv R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, I 1 I 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION WANTEI 

MEMBER desires occasional use of office th nhanel 4 
and interviews. West end, Bedford Square, or Lincol 
terms. Box 1359, c o The Secretar R.i.B.A 


London, W.1. 


OFFICE ACCOMMODATION 
A.R.I.B.A. with pleasant offices in the Temp! 
same with another Architect or Sur t 
Apply Box 1529, ¢ o The St 
London, \W I. 
FELLOW of the Institute wit! 


to spare desires to meet another 
accommodation and running exper 
Secretary R.I.B.A., 9 ¢ onduit Str 
STAPLE INN, Holborn Bars; large 
Rent £85 p.a. including rates \t 
R.1.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, Londor 


Minutes XIX 


SESSION 19258-1929 

At the Ninety-fifth Annual General Meeti being the 
Thirteenth General Meeting of the Session 1928-1929, held on 
Monday, 13 Mav 1929, at 8.0 p.m 

Mr. Walter Tapper, A.R.A., F President, in the 
chair. 

The attendance book was signed by 31 Fellows (including 
15 members of Council), 13 Associates (including 2 Members of 
Council), 4 Licentiates (including 3 Members of Council) 

The Minutes of the Ordinary General Meeting held on 
22 April 1929 having been published in the JouURNAL, were 
taken as read, confirmed, and signed as correct 

The Hon. Secretary announced the d 

Samuel Davies, transferred to Fell 
Clifton Robert Davy, elected Fellow 
William Parslow, elected Fellow 
class of Retired Fellows 1915 
John Edward Arpin, ele¢ 
1927). 
Edward Harold Waldegrave Har] 
190d. 
Joe Collins, elected Licentiate 1911 
William Alexander Kidd, elected Licentiate 1911 
Albert Sparke, elected Licentiate 191 
And it was Resolved that the regrets of 
loss be entered on the Minutes and tl 
and condolence be conveyed to their 1 

The following member attending for the first time since his 

election was formally admitted by the President 


H. Ml. A. Armitage [4 


The Secretary announced that the Counci 


ite for their 
of sympathy 


had nominated 
for election to the various classes of membership the candidates 
whose names are published in this issue of the JOURNAI 

The President formally presented the report of the Council 
and Standing Committees for the official vear 1928-29, and 
stated that the Chairmen or other representatives of all the 
Committees whose reports were a} to the Council’s 
report had been asked to attend the meeting so as to be ina 
position to answer any questions that might be asked in con- 
nection with their reports. 
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Che President having moved the adoption of the Report, and 
invited discussion upon it, the Hon. Secretary seconded the 
motion, and a discussion ensued. 

‘The motion having been put from the Chair, it was Resolved 
‘that the Report of the Council and Standing Committees for 
the official year 1928-29 be approved and adopted.”’ 

Reference having been made to the work of the staff, a vote 
of thanks was passed by acclamation. 

‘The President stated that the list of attendances at the 
Counci! and the Standing Committee meetings had been laid 
on the table and would be printed in the next issue of the 
JOURNAL and also sent out to members with the voting papers. 

Upon the motion of the President, a vote of thanks was passed 
by acclamation to Mr. Henry A. Saul [F.] and Mr. J. MacLaren 
Ross [4.] for their services as Hon. Auditors for the past vear. 

Mr. E. J. W. Hider [F.] and Mr. R. W. Pite [F’.] were nomin- 
ated for election as Hon. Auditors for the ensuing year of otflice. 


Lhe proceedings closed at 9.30 p.m. 





ARCHITECTS’ BENEVOLENT SOCIETY 
(Insurance Department). 
HOUSE PURCHASE SCHEME 
(for property in Great Britain only). 

The Society is able, through the services of a leading 
Assurance Office, to assist an Architect (or his client) in 
securing the capital for the purchase of a house for his 
own occupation, on the following terms :— 

AMOUNT OF LOAN. 

Property value exceeding £666, but not exceeding 
£2,500, 75 per cent. of the value. 

Property value exceeding £2,500, but not exceeding 
£4,500, 66% per cent. of the value. 

The value of the property is that certified by the Sur- 
veyor employed by the Office. 

RATE OF INTEREST, 53 per cent. gross. 
REPAYMENT. 

By means of an Endowment Assurance which dis- 
charges the loan at the end of 15 or 20 years, or at the 
earlier death of the borrower. 

SPECIAL CONCESSION TO ARCHITECTS. 

In the case of houses in course of erection, it has been 
arranged that, provided the Plan and Specification have 
been approved by the Surveyor acting for the Office, 
and the amount of the loan agreed upon, and subject to 
the house being completed in accordance therewith, 
OnE Hatr of the loan will be advanced on a certificate 
from the Office’s Surveyor that the walls of the house 
are erected and the roof on and covered in. 

Note.—In 1928, over £20,000 was loaned to archi- 
tects under this scheme, and as a result over £100 was 
handed to the Benevolent Fund. 

If a quotation is required, kindly send details of your 
age next birthday, approximate value of house and its 
exact situation, to the Secretary Architects’ Benevolent 
Society, 9 Conduit Street, London, W. 





It is desired to point out that the opinions of writers of 
articles and letters which appear in the, R.I.B.A. JOURNAL 
must be taken as the individual opinions of their authors and 
not as representative expression of the Institute. 





R.I.B.A. JOURNAL. 
DATES OF PUBLICATION.—1929: 1, 15, 29 June; 13 
10 August; 21 September; 19 October, 








